INDEX 


ABANDONMENT OF CLAIMS. See Mineral Leasing Act of 
1920. 


ABORTING TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, II; Procedure, 4. 


ABSENTEE VOTING. See Voting Rights Act Amendments of 
1970. 


ABSTENTION. See also Appeals, 2; Constitutional Law, III, 4. 


1. Puerto Rico statute—Due process issue—Construction by 
Puerto Rico Supreme Court—Court of Appeals should have ab- 
stained from invalidating on due process grounds the retrospective 
application of Puerto Rico’s Dealer’s Contract Law, since the Puerto 
Rico Supreme Court, which has not yet authoritatively construed 
the statute, might be able to do so without reaching the constitu- 
tional issue. Fornaris v. Ridge Tool Co., p. 41. 

2. Unambiguous state statute—No uncertain issue of state law.— 
Since bere the state statute is unambiguous and there is no un- 
certain issue of state law, the federal court properly proceeded to 
determine the federal constitutional claim. Wisconsin v. Con- 
stantineau, p. 433. 


ABUSE OF DISCRETION. See Constitutional Law, II; Pro- 
cedure, 4. 


ACCESS TO COUNSEL. See Habeas Corpus; Procedure, 5. 
ACCOMPLICES. See Constitutional Law, I. 

ACCRUED VACATION PAY. See Bankruptcy Act. 
ACQUITTALS. See Constitutional Law, II; Procedure, 4. 


ADMINISTRATIVE CENSORSHIP. See Constitutional Law, V; 
Obscenity. 


ADMINISTRATIVE ORDERS REVIEW ACT. See Federal 
Maritime Commission; Judicial Review; Procedure, 3. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. See Aid to Families With 
Dependent Children; Constitutional Law, IV; V; Federal 
Maritime Commission; Interstate Commerce Act; Judicial 
Review; Obscenity; Procedure, 3; Standing to Sue. 
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ADMIRALTY. See also Labor Management Relations Act; Rem- 
edies; Seamen. 

Unseaworthiness—N egligence—Longshoremen.—Isolated, personal 
act of negligence by fellow longshoreman resulting in injury to 
petitioner did not make shipowner liable on ground of unseaworthi- 
ness of vessel, as injury was not caused by ship’s condition, ap- 
purtenances, cargo, or crew. There is a “complete divorcement of 
unseaworthiness liability from concepts of negligence.” Usner v. 
Luckenbach Overseas Corp., p. 494. 


ADMISSIBILITY OF EVIDENCE. See Habeas Corpus; Pro- 
cedure, 5. 


ADMISSION OF GUILT. See Pleas, 1-3. 


ADVANCE RESTRAINTS. See Constitutional Law, V; Obscen- 
ity. 


ADVICE OF COUNSEL. See Pleas, 1-3. 


AFFIRMATIVE LEGISLATIVE ACTION. See Indians; Juris- 
diction. 


AGE FOR VOTING. See Voting Rights Act Amendments of 
1970. 


AGENCY ACTION. See Standing to Sue. 


AGENCY ORDERS. Sce Federal Maritime Commission; Judicial 
Review; Procedure, 3. 

AGENTS. See Federal Maritime Commission; Judicial Review; 
Procedure, 3. 

AGGRIEVED PERSONS. See Standing to Sue. 

AID TO FAMILIES WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN. See also 
Constitutional Law, IV. 


New York’s program—Home visitation —The home visitation pro- 
vided for by New York law in connection with the AFDC program 
is a reasonable administrative tool and does not violate any right 
guaranteed by the Fourth and Fourteenth Amendments. Wyman v. 
James, p. 309. 


ALCOHOLISM. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional Law, III, 4. 
ALDERMEN. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-2. 
ANNEXATIONS. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-2. 
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APPEALS. See also Abstention, 1; Bail; Constitutional Law, VI; 
Elections, 3; Stay, 2. 

1. Finality of decision—Government’s appeal under 18 U. S. C. 
§ 1404—Stay of Court of Appeals’ judgment pending disposition of 
petition for certiorari granted in view of substantial nature of pre- 
viously undecided questions presented, concerning (1) propriety of 
Government’s appeal under § 1404, and petitioners’ right to appeal 
from adverse Court of Appeals’ ruling, and (2) validity of Court of 
Appeals’ rule that “probable cause” is not necessary for an extended 
border search. Harris v. United States (Dovezas, J., in chambers), 
p. 1211. 

2. Invalidation of state statute—Not applicable to Puerto Rico— 
Title 28 U.S. C. § 1254 (2), which provides for an appeal to Supreme 
Court from a court of appeals’ judgment invalidating a state statute 
on constitutional grounds, does not apply to ar appeal involving a 
Puerto Rico statute. Fornaris v. Ridge Tool Co., p. 41. 
APPEALS BY THE GOVERNMENT. See Constitutional Law, 

II; Procedure, 4. 
APPLICATION FOR BAIL. See Bail. 
APPLICATION FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF. See Elections, 1. 


APPLICATION FOR RESTRAINING ORDER. See Proce- 
dure, 1. 

APPLICATION FOR STAY. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, 
VI; Elections, 2-3; Stay, 1-2. 

APPROVAL OF VOTING CHANGES. See Voting Rights Act 
of 1965, 1-2. 


ARBITRATION. See Labor Management Relations Act; Na- 
tional Labor Relations Act, 1-2; Remedies; Seamen. 


ARIZONA. See Voting Rights Act Amendments of 1970. 
ASSAULT. See Bail; Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 2. 
ASSESSMENT WORK. See Mineral Leasing Act of 1920. 
ASSUMPTION OF JURISDICTION. See Indians; Jurisdiction. 
AT-LARGE ELECTIONS. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-2. 
ATTORNEY GENERAL. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-2. 
ATTORNEYS. See Constitutional Law, II]; Habeas Corpus; 
Pleas, 1-3; Procedure, 4-5. 
BADGE OF DISGRACE. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional Law, 
III, 4. 
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BAIL. 

Appeals — Conduct of federal agents — Provocation.— Since Mr. 
Justice Buack is not sure that three of his Brethren will agree with 
his view that the Government’s conduct in this case raises questions 
worthy of review, he will take no action on the application for bail 
pending appeal but will refer it to the full Court at its first meeting 
in October. Marcello v. United States (Buacx, J., in chambers), 
p. 1208. 

BALLOTS. See Elections, 1-3; Stay, 1-2 
BANKRUPTCY ACT. 

Accrued vacation pay—Property.—Bankrupt wage earner’s vaca- 

tion pay, accrued but unpaid at time of filing of petition, does not 


pass to trustee in bankruptcy as “property” under § 70a (5) of the 
Act. Lines v. Frederick, p. 18. 


BANES. See Standing to Sue. 
BANK SERVICE CORPORATION ACT. See Standing to Sue. 
BARGES. See Admiralty. 


BEHAVIOR IN COURT. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; Con- 
tempt; Trials. 


BEHAVIOR OF DEFENDANT. See Constitutional Law, III, 2: 
Contempt; Trials. 


BENEFICIARIES. See Aid to Families With Dependent Chil- 
dren; Constitutional Law, IV. 


BILLS OF ATTAINDER. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional Law, 
III, 4. 


BINDING AND GAGGING. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; Con- 
tempt; Trials. 


BLACKFEET INDIANS. See Indians; Jurisdiction. 
BORDER SEARCHES. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, VI. 


BOSTON. See Federal Maritime Commission; Judicial Review; 
Procedure, 3. 


BOUNDARIES. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-2. 
BRIBERY. See Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 2. 


BURDEN OF SEEKING REVIEW. See Constitutional Law, V; 
Obscenity. 


BUSINESS NECESSITY. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Sex 
Discrimination. 
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CALIFORNIA. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, VI; Habeas 
Corpus; Procedure, 5. 

CANCELLATION OF CLAIMS. See Mineral Leasing Act of 
1920. 

CANDIDATES. See Elections, 1-3; Stay, 1-2; Voting Rights Act 
of 1965, 1-2. 

CANTON, MISSISSIPPI. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-2. 

CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. See Pleas, 1-3. 

CARGOES. See Admiralty; Federal Maritime Commission; Ju- 
dicial Review; Procedure, 3. 

CARRIERS. See Federal Maritime Commission; Interstate Com- 
merce Act; Judicial Review; Procedure, 3. 

CASEWORKERS. See Aid to Families With Dependent Children; 
Constitutional Law, IV. 

CATHOLIC PRIEST. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Venue. 

CEASE DOING BUSINESS. See National Labor Relations Act, 
1-2. 

CENSORSHIP. See Constitutional Law, V; Obscenity. 

CERTIORARI. See also Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 2; 
Sentences. 

Improvidently granted—Increased sentence—Conduct after first 
sentence —Greater severity of petitioner’s second sentence, as Court 
learned after granting certiorari on issue of retroactivity of North 
Carolina v. Pearce, 395 U. S. 711, was based on petitioner’s conduct 
(specifically referred to at resentencing) after the first sentence; 
writ is therefore dismissed as improvidently granted. Odom v. 
United States, p. 23. 

CESSION OF JURISDICTION. See Indians; Jurisdiction. 

CHANGED REQUIREMENTS. Sce Voting Rights Act of 1965, 
1-2. 

CHANGE OF VENUE. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Venue. 

CHICAGO. See Interstate Commerce Act. 

CHIEF OF POLICE. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional Law, 
III, 4. 

CHILDREN. See Aid to Families With Dependent Children; Con- 
stitutional Law, IV. 

CIRCUS EMPLOYEE. See Internal Revenue Service, 1-2; In- 
tervention. 
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CITY ELECTIONS. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-2. 
CIVIL JURISDICTION. See Indians; Jurisdiction. 
CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964. See also Sex Discrimination. 
Sex discrimination—Hiring policy—Business necessity. — Under 
Title VII of the Act, an employer may not, in the absence of busi- 
ness necessity, refuse to hire women with pre-school-age children 
while hiring men with such children. Phillips v. Martin Marietta 
Corp., p. 542. 


CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1968. See Indians; Jurisdiction. 
CLAIMS. See Mineral Leasing Act of 1920. 
COCONSPIRATORS. See Constitutional Law, I. 
COERCION. See Habeas Corpus; Procedure, 5. 


COLLATERAL ATTACK. See Federal Maritime Commission; 
Judicial Review; Procedure, 3. 


COLLECTIVE-BARGAINING AGREEMENTS. See Labor Man- 
agement Relations Act; Remedies; Seamen. 


COLORADO. See Mineral Leasing Act of 1920. 


COMMONWEALTH OF PUERTO RICO. See Abstention, 1; 
Appeals, 2. 


COMMUNITY PREJUDICE. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; 
Venue. 


COMPETITION. See Standing to Sue. 

COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. Sce Standing to Sue. 
CONCURRENT JURISDICTION. See Indians; Jurisdiction. 
CONDUCT OF FEDERAL AGENTS. See Bail. 


CONDUCT OF TRIAL. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; Contempt; 
Trials. 


CONFERENCES. See Federal Maritime Commission; Judicial 
Review; Procedure, 3. 


CONFRONTATION CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, I. 
CONGRESSIONAL CANDIDATES. See Elections, 1-2; Stay, 1. 
CONNECTING LINES. See Interstate Commerce Act. 


CONSIGNEES. See Federal Maritime Commission; Judicial Re- 
view; Procedure, 3. 


CONSPIRACY. See Constitutional Law, I. 
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CONSTITUTIONALITY OF STATUTES. See Abstention, 1; 
Appeals, 2. 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Abstention, 2; Aid to Fam- 
ilies With Dependent Children; Appeals, 1; Certiorari; Con- 
tempt; Obscenity; Pleas, 1-3; Procedure, 1-2, 4; Sentences; 
Taxes; Trials; Venue; Voting Rights Act Amendments of 
1970. 


I. Confrontation Clause. 

Evidence of coconspirator’s statement—Georgia law—Court of ° 
Appeals’ holding that Georgia statute, which allows into evidence 
a coconspirator’s out-of-court statement made during concealment 
phase of conspiracy, violated appellee’s right to confrontation se- 
cured by Sixth and Fourteenth Amendments, is reversed. Dutton 
v. Evans, p. 74. 


II. Double Jeopardy. 

Mistrial—Judgment dismissing information on ground of former 
jeopardy, on appellee’s pretrial motion where judge had discharged 
jury and aborted earlier trial in order that witnesses consult with 
attorneys, is affirmed. United States v. Jorn, p. 470. 


III. Due Process. 

1. Change of venue—Misdemeanors.—State law that categorically 
prevents change of venue for jury trial in criminal case, regardless 
of extent of local prejudice against defendant, solely on ground that 
crime with which he is charged is misdemeanor, is violative of right 
to trial by impartial jury guaranteed by the Fourteenth Amend- 
ment. Groppi v. Wisconsin, p. 505. 

2. Criminal contempt—Vilification of judge—Here, where de- 
fendant in state criminal contempt proceeding vilified the judge 
during course of defendant’s trial and was sentenced by that judge 
to 11 to 22 years for contempt, he is entitled under Due Process 
Clause to a public trial before another judge. Mayberry v. Pennsyl- 
vania, p. 455. 


3. Income tax exemptions—Cutoff date—Section 501 (c) (14) (B) 
of the Internal Revenue Code, which limits income tax exemption 
for nonprofit mutual insurers to those organized before September 1, 
1957, is not an arbitrary classification violative of due process re- 
quirerments, Congress having had a rational basis for concluding 
that an extension of the cutoff date could adversely affect federal 
programs. U.S. v. Maryland Savings-Share Ins. Corp., p. 4. 


4. Posting names in liquor outlets—Absence of notice and hear- 
ing—Label,or characterization given an individual by “posting” his 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 

name in liquor outlets and forbidding sales or gifts of liquor to him 
for one year, though mark of illness to some, is to others such a 
badge of disgrace that procedural due process requires notice and 
opportunity to be heard. Wisconsin v. Constantineau, p. 433. 


IV. Fourth Amendment. 

Home visitation by caseworkers—The home visitation provided 
for by New York law in connection with the AFDC program is a 
reasonable administrative tool and does not violate any right guar- 
anteed by the Fourth and Fourteenth Amendments. Wyman v. 
James, p. 309. 


V. Freedom of Expression. 


Obscenity—Use of mails—The administrative censorship scheme 
created by 39 U. S. C. §§ 4006, 4007, permitting the Postmaster 
General to detain and return certain allegedly obscene mail, violates 
the First Amendment since it lacks adequate safeguards against 
undue inhibition of protected interests. Blount v. Rizzi, p. 410. 


VI. Search and Seizure. 


Smuggling narcotics—Extended border search—Stay of Court of 
Appeals’ judgment pending disposition of petition for certiorari 
granted in view of substantial nature of previously undecided ques- 
tions presented, including validity of Court of Appeals’ rule that 
“probable cause” is not necessary for an extended border search. 
Harris v. United States (Doucias, J., in chambers), p. 1211. 


VII. Self-Incrimination. 

Testimony before grand jury—Immunity—Writ of certiorari, 
granted to resolve question whether “transactional” rather than “use” 
immunity is constitutionally required to compel a witness to testify 
before New York grand jury, is dismissed as improvidently granted 
in light of another decision by highest state court holding that 
transactional immunity is required in New York and that its earlier 
decision in the instant case may have rested on that premise. 
Piccirillo v. New York, p. 548. 


CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS. Sce Constitutional Law, II: Pro- 
cedure, 4. 

CONSTRUCTION WORKERS. See National Labor Relations 
Act, 1-2. 


CONSULTING ATTORNEYS. See Constitutional Law, II; Pro- 
cedure, 4. 
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CONTEMPT. See also Constitutional Law, III, 2; Trials. 

Vilification of judge — Criminal contempt — Due process.— Here, 
where defendant in state criminal contempt proceeding vilified the 
judge during course of defendant’s trial and was sentenced by that 
judge to 11 to 22 years for contempt, he is entitled under Due 
Process Clause to a public trial before another judge. Mayberry 
v. Pennsylvania, p. 455. 


CONTRABAND. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, VI. 
CONTRACTORS. See National Labor Relations Act, 1-2. 
CONTRACTS. See Abstention, 1; Appeals, 2. 


COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, II; Habeas Corpus; Pleas, 
1-3; Procedure, 4—5. 


COURTROOM BEHAVIOR. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; Con- 
tempt; Trials. 


COURTS. See Indians; Jurisdiction. 


COURTS OF APPEALS. See Federal Maritime Commission; Ju- 
dicial Review; Procedure, 3. 


CRIMINAL CONTEMPT. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; Con- 
tempt; Trials. 


CRIMINAL LAW. See Appeals, 1; Bail; Certiorari; Constitu- 
tional Law, I-II; III, 1-2; VI-VII; Contempt; Habeas Corpus; 
Pleas, 1-3; Procedure, 2, 4-5; Sentences; Trials; Venue. 


CRIMINAL PROSECUTIONS. See Internal Revenue Service, 1- 
2; Intervention. 


CUSTOMS AGENTS. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, VI. 
CUTOFF DATES. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Taxes. 
DEALER’S CONTRACT LAW. See Abstention, 1; Appeals, 2. 
DEATH PENALTY. See Pleas, 1-3. 

DEBTS. See Indians; Jurisdiction. 


DECLARATORY JUDGMENTS. See Constitutional Law, V; Ob- 
scenity; Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-2. 

DEFAULTS. See Mineral Leasing Act of 1920. 

DEFENDANT'S OPTION. See Constitutional Law, II; Proce- 
dure, 4. 


DEMURRAGE CHARGES. See Federal Maritime Commission; 
Judicial Review; Procedure, 3. 
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DEPENDENT CHILDREN. See Aid to Families With Dependent 
Children; Constitutional Law, IV. 

DETENTION OF MAIL. See Constitutional Law, V; Obscenity. 

DISCHARGE OF JURY. See Constitutional Law, II; Proce- 
dure, 4. 

DISCONTINUANCES. See Interstate Commerce Act. 

DISCRETION OF JUDGES. See Constitutional Law, II; Proce- 
dure, 4. 

DISCRIMINATION. See Voting Rights Act Amendments of 
1970; Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-2. 

DISCRIMINATION IN EMPLOYMENT. See Civil Rights Act 
of 1964; Sex Discrimination. 

DISENFRANCHISEMENT. See Voting Rights Act Amendments 
of 1970. 

DISGRACE. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional Law, III, 4. 

DISRUPTIVE BEHAVIOR. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; 
Contempt; Trials. 

DISTRIBUTORSHIPS. See Abstention, 1; Appeals, 2. 

DISTRICT COURTS. See Federal Maritime Commission; Ju- 
dicial Review; Procedure, 3; Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-2. 

DOUBLE JEOPARDY. See Constitutional Law, II; Procedure, 4. 

DRINKING. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional Law, III, 4. 

DRUGS. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, VI. 

DUE PROCESS. See Abstention, 1-2; Appeals, 2; Certiorari; 
Constitutional Law, III; Contempt; Sentences; Taxes; Trials; 
Venue. 

ECONOMIC INJURY. See Standing to Sue. 

ECONOMIC PRESSURES. See National Labor Relations Act, 
1-2. 

EDUCATIONAL INELIGIBILITY. See Voting Rights Act 
Amendments of 1970. 

18-YEAR-OLD VOTING. See Voting Rights Act Amendments of 
1970. 

ELECTIONS. See also Indians; Jurisdiction; Stay, 1-2; Voting 
Rights Act Amendments of 1970; Voting Rights Act of 1965, 
1-2. 

1. Candidates for federal office—State filing fees—Since equities 
of granting injunctive relief favor the appiicant, who was denied 
ballot place as congressional candidate because of his refusal to pay 
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ELECTIONS—Continued. 

filing fee required by Florida law, Florida is directed to have his 
name placed on ballot without payment of filing fee. Fowler v. 
Adams (Buack, J., in chambers), p. 1205. 

2. Candidates for federal office—State law—Would-be candidates 
for Congress seek to stay judgment of Florida Supreme Court up- 
holding state law requiring state officials to resign before becoming 
candidates for another office. Since constitutional issues cannot be 
finally resolved prior to primary election, and the risk of injury to 
applicants outweighs that to Florida, applications for stays are 
granted. Davis v. Adams (Buack, J., in chambers), p. 1203. 

3. Placing candidates on ballots—Preserve status quo—Stay 
granted to preserve status quo ante to enable Court, at first Con- 
ference in October, to determine disposition of appeal. Reconsidera- 
tion denied on basis of appellants’ representation that appellee 
parties’ candidates can be placed on ballot for November 1970 elec- 
tion. Rockefeller v. Socialist Workers Party (Harian, J., in cham- 
bers), p. 1201. 


ELIGIBILITY TO VOTE. See Voting Rights Act Amendments 
of 1970. 


EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Labor Management Rela- 
tions Act; National Labor Relations Act, 1-2; Remedies; 
Seamen. 

EMPLOYMENT. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Sex Discrimina- 
tion. 

ENFORCEMENT OF SUMMONSES. See Internal Revenue Serv- 
ice, 1-2; Intervention. 

ENROLLED INDIANS. See Indians; Jurisdiction. 

ENTRAPMENT. See Bail. 

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION. See 
Civil Rights Act of 1964; Sex Discrimination. 

EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Voting Rights Act 
Amendments of 1970. 


EVIDENCE. See Appeals, 1; Bail; Constitutional Law, I; VI; 
Habeas Corpus; Internal Revenue Service; Intervention; 
Pleas; Procedure, 5. 


EXCEPTIONS TO HEARSAY RULE. See Constitutional Law, I. 


EXCESSIVE DRINKING. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional 
Law, III, 4. 
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EXCLUSIVE REMEDIES. See National Labor Relations Act, 
1-2. 

EXEMPTIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Taxes. 

EXTENDED BORDER SEARCHES. See Appeals, 1; Constitu- 
tional Law, VI. 

EYEWITNESSES. See Constitutional Law, I. 

FAIR TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, I. 

FAMILY OBLIGATIONS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Sex 
Discrimination. 

FEAR OF DEATH PENALTY. See Pleas, 1-3. 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION. See Bail. 

FEDERAL COURTS. See Abstention, 1; Appeals, 2. 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION. See also Judicial Re- 
view; Procedure, 3. 

Conferences of terminal operators—Revised tariffs—Prior ap- 
proval—The Commission, the agency responsible under the Ship- 
ping Act, 1916, for supervising conferences of marine terminal 
operators and uniquely qualified to consider disputes involving over- 
all conference policies, had primary jurisdiction over the question 


whether prior administrative approval of the tariff amendment was 
required. Marine Terminal v. Rederi. Transatlantic, p. 62. 


FEDERAL OFFICES. See Electicas, 1-2; Stay, 1. 
FEDERAL PROGRAMS. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Taxes. 


FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. See Constitutional 
Law, V; Internal Revenue Service, 1-2; Intervention; Ob- 
scenity. 

FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Abstention, 1-2; Aid to 
Families With Dependent Children; Appeals, 2; Constitu- 
tional Law, III, 3; IV; VI-VII; Elections, 1-2; Habeas Cor- 
pus; Indians; Jurisdiction; Procedure, 1-3, 5; Stay, 1; Taxes; 
Voting Rights Act Amendments of 1970. 

FEES. See Elections, 1. 


FIFTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Voting Rights Act Amend- 
ments of 1970. 


FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 3; VII; 
Pleas, 1-3; Procedure, 2, 4; Taxes. 


FILING FEES. See Elections, 1. _ 
FINALITY. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, VI. 
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FINAL ORDERS. See Federal Maritime Commission; Judicial 
Review; Procedure, 3. 

FINANCIAL AID. See Aid to Families With Dependent Chil- 
dren; Constitutional Law, IV. 

FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, V; Obscenity; 
Procedure, 1. 

FIRST-DEGREE MURDER. See Pleas, 1-3. 

FLORIDA. See Elections, 1-2; Stay, 1. 

FOREIGN COMMERCE. See Labor Management Relations Act; 
Remedies; Seamen. 

FORFEITURES. See Mineral Leasing Act of 1920. 

FORMER JEOPARDY. See Constitutional Law, I]; Procedure, 4. 

FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Abstention, 2; Aid to Fam- 
ilies With Dependent Children; Certiorari; Constitutional 
Law, I; III, 1-2, 4; IV; Contempt; Pleas, 1-3; Procedure, 
1-2; Sentences; Trials; Venue; Voting Rights Act Amend- 
ments of 1970. 

FOURTH AMENDMENT. See Aid to Families With Dependent 
Children; Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 

FRANCHISE. See Voting Rights Act Amendments of 1970. 

FRAUDULENT TAX RETURNS. See Constitutional Law, II; 
Procedure, 4. 

FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION. See Constitutional Law, V; Ob- 
scenity. 

FREEDOM OF SPEECH. See Procedure, 1. 

FREEDOM TO CHANGE RESIDENCE. See Voting Rights Act 
Amendments of 1970. 

FREEDOM TO TRAVEL. See Voting Rights Act Amendments 
of 1970. 

FREE TIME. See Federal Maritime Commission; Judicial Re- 
view; Procedure, 3. 

GENERAL MINING ACT OF 1872. See Mineral Leasing Act of 
1920. 

GEORGIA. See Constitutional Law, I. 

‘‘GEORGIAN.’’ See Interstate Commerce Act. 

GIFTS OF LIQUOR. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional Law, 
III, 4. 
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GOVERNMENT AGENTS. See Bail. 

GOVERNMENT LANDS. See Mineral Leasing Act of 1920. 

GRANDFATHER CLAUSES. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; 
Taxes. 

GRAND JURIES. See Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 2. 


GRIEVANCE PROCEDURES. See Labor Management Relations 
Act; Remedies; Seamen. 
GUILTY PLEAS. See Pleas, 1-3. 


HABEAS CORPUS. See also Constitutional Law, I; Procedure, 5. 


Voluntariness of statement—Shortcomings of state procedure— 
Applicant for federal habeas corpus relief is not entitled to new 
hearing on voluntariness of statement introduced at his trial merely 
because of shortcomings in state procedure used to decide volun- 
tariness issue, as he must also show that his version of the events, 
if true, would require conclusion that statement was involuntary. 
Procunier v. Atchley, p. 446. 


HARTFORD, WISCONSIN. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional 
Law, III, 4. 


HEARINGS. See Abstention, 2; Aid to Families With Dependent 
Children; Constitutional Law, III, 4; IV-V; Obscenity. 


HEARSAY. See Constitutional Law, I. 


HIRING POLICY. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Sex Discrimi- 
nation. 


HOME VISITS. See Aid to Families With Dependent Children; 
Constitutional Law, IV. 


‘*HUMMINGBIRD.’’ See Interstate Commerce Act. 
IDAHO. See Voting Rights Act Amendments of 1970. 
IMMUNITY. See Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 2. 


IMPANELING OF JURY. See Constitutional Law, II: Proce- 
dure, 4. 


IMPARTIAL JURY. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Venue. 
IMPROVEMENTS. See Mineral Leasing Act of 1920. 
INCOME TAXES. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Taxes. 


INCOME TAX RETURNS. See Constitutional Law, II: Internal 
Revenue Service, 1-2; Intervention; Procedure, 4. 


INCREASED SENTENCES. See Certiorari; Sentences. 
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INDIANS. See also Jurisdiction. 

State court jurisdiction—Action of Tribal Council—Civil Rights 
Act of 1968—Blackfeet Indians Tribal Council’s unilateral action 
adopting provision for concurrent civil jurisdiction of Tribal Court 
and Montana courts was insufficient to vest jurisdiction in state 
courts either under 1953 Act, which required affirmative state legis- 
lative action, or under 1968 Civil Rights Act, which calls for 
majority vote of all enrolled Indians. Kennerly v. District Court 
of Montana, p. 423. 


INDICIA OF RELIABILITY. See Constitutional Law, I. 

INJUNCTIONS. See Elections, 1. 

INJURIES. See Admiralty. 

INJURY. See Elections, 1-2; Standing to Sue; Stay, 1. 

INNOCENCE. See Pleas, 1-3. 

INSULTING THE COURT. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; Con- 
tempt; Trials. 

INSURANCE. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Taxes. 

INSURANCE AGENTS. See Habeas Corpus; Procedure, 5. 


INTERNAL REVENUE CODE. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; 
Taxes. 


INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE. See also Constitutional Law, 
II; Intervention; Procedure, 4. 

1. Summons enforcement proceeding—Records of tarpayer’s em- 
ployer—Intervention Petitioner has no proprietary interest in his 
former employer’s records (his sole interest therein being that they 
presumably contain details of payments to him), and since he has 
no other protectable interest by way of privilege or otherwise, he 
has no absolute right under Fed. Rule Civ. Proc. 24 (a)(2) to 
intervene in IRS summons enforcement proceeding. Donaldson v. 
United States, p. 517. 

2. Tax investigation—Summons.—Under 26 U. 8. C. § 7602 an 
IRS summons may be used in connection with a tax investigation if 
it is issued in good faith and prior to a recommendation for prose- 
cution. Donaldson v. United States, p. 517. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT. 

Discontinuance of rail service—Connecting lines—Notice—Section 
13a (1) of the Act does not require a railroad seeking to discontinue 
its segment of a through passenger train that is operated in conjunc- 
tion with another railroad to give notice of the proposed discontinu- 
ance in States served only by the connecting line. United States v. 
City of Chicago, p. 8. 
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INTERVENTION. See also Internal Revenue Service, 1-2. 


Internal Revenue summons enforcement proceeding—Fed. Rule 
Civ. Proc. 24 (a)(2)—Petitioner has no proprietary interest in his 
former employer’s records (his sole interest therein being that they 
presumably contain details of payments to him), and since he has 
no other protectable interest by way of privilege or otherwise, he 
has no absolute right under Fed. Rule Civ. Proc. 24 (a)(2) to 
intervene in the IRS summons enforcement proceeding. Donaldson 
v. United States, p. 517. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS. See Abstention, 2: Constitutional 
Law, III, 4. 


INVESTIGATIONS OF TAXES. See Internal Revenue Service, 
1-2; Intervention. 


INVOLUNTARY PLEAS. See Pleas, 1-3. 


INVOLUNTARY STATEMENTS. See Habeas Corpus; Proce- 
dure, 5. 


ITRONWORKERS. See National Labor Relations Act, 1-2. 
JEOPARDY. See Constitutional Law, II; Procedure, 4. 
JOB ASSIGNMENTS. See National Labor Relations Act, 1-2. 


JOB DISCRIMINATION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Sex 
Discrimination. 


JUDGES. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 2; Contempt; Pleas, 
1-3; Procedure, 4; Trials. 


JUDICIAL DISCRETION. See Constitutional Law, II; Pro- 
cedure, 4. 


JUDICIAL REVIEW. See also Constitutional Law, V; Federal 
Maritime Commission; Obscenity; Procedure, 3; Voting 
Rights Act of 1965, 1-2. 


Federal Maritime Commission order—Administrative Orders Re- 
view Act—Timeliness—District Court correctly concluded that it 
had no authority to review FMC’s decision, which constituted a 
final order and as such, under the Act, was exclusively reviewable 
by the Court of Appeals. When the case returned to the District 
Court, time for review by Court of Appeals had expired, precluding 
any judicial review on the merits of the FMC decision. Marine 
Terminal v. Rederi. Transatlantic, p. 62. 


JURIES. See Constitutional Law, II; Procedure, 4. 
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JURISDICTION. See also Federal Maritime Commission; In- 
dians; Judicial Review; Labor Management Relations Act; 
Mineral Leasing Act of 1920; Procedure, 3; Remedies; 
Seamen. 

State court jurisdiction—Action of Blackfeet Tribal Council— 
Civil Rights Act of 1968—Blackfeet Indians Tribal Council’s uni- 
lateral action adopting provision for concurrent civil jurisdiction of 
Tribal Court and Montana courts was insufficient to vest juris- 
diction in state courts either under 1953 Act, which required affirm- 
ative state legislative action, or under 1968 Civil Rights Act, which 
calls for majority vote of all enrolled Indians. Kennerly v. District 
Court of Montana, p. 423. 


JURISDICTIONAL DISPUTES. See National Labor Relations 
Act, 1-2. 

JURY TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Venue. 

‘‘JUST CAUSE.’’ See Abstention, 1; Appeals, 2. 

LABOR. See National Labor Relations Act, 1-2. 


LABOR AND IMPROVEMENTS. See Mineral Leasing Act of 
1920. 

LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT. See also Reme- 
dies; Seamen. 

Seamen’s wage claims—Optional remedy—Enactment of § 301 
of the Act, which provides for enforcement of grievance and arbi- 
tration provisions of collective-bargaining agreements in industries 
affecting commerce, did not abrogate, but merely added an optional 
remedy to, the remedy of 46 U.S. C. § 596, which permits seamen 
to sue for wages in federal court. U.S. Bulk Carriers v. Arguelles, 
p. 351. 

LAND CLAIMS. See Mineral Leasing Act of 1920. 
LAND OFFICE. See Mineral Leasing Act of 1920. 


LEGISLATIVE CLASSIFICATICNS. See Constitutional Law, 
Ill, 3; Taxes. 


LESSER INCLUDED OFFENSES. See Pleas, 1-3. 


LIQUOR PURCHASES. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional Law, 
III, 4. 


LITERACY TESTS. See Voting Rights Act Amendments of 
1970. 


LOADING CARGO. See Admiralty. 
LOCAL PREJUDICE. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Venue. 
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LOCATION OF POLLS. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-2. 
LONGSHOREMEN. See Admiralty. 


LONGSHOREMEN’S STRIKE. See Federal Maritime Commis- 
sion; Judicial Review; Procedure, 3. 


MAGAZINE DISTRIBUTORS. See Constitutional Law, V; 
Obscenity. 


MAILS. See Constitutional Law, V; Obscenity. 


‘‘MANIFEST NECESSITY’’ DOCTRINE. See Constitutional 
Law, II; Procedure, 4. 


MARIHUANA. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, VI. 


MARINE TERMINAL ASSOCIATIONS. See Federal Maritime 
Commission; Judicial Review; Procedure, 3. 


MARITIME CLAIMS. See Labor Management Relations Act; 
Remedies; Seamen. 


MARYLAND. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Taxes. 


MERCHANT SEAMEN. See Admiralty; Labor Management Re- 
lations Act; Remedies; Seamen. 


MEXICO. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, VI. 
MINERAL LANDS. See Mineral Leasing Act of 1920. 


MINERAL LEASING ACT OF 1920. 


Oil shale claims—Assessment work—Jurisdiction—The Act’s Sav- 
ing Clause makes the United States the beneficiary of all claims that 
are invalid for lack of assessment work or otherwise, and the Interior 
Department had subject matter jurisdiction to determine whether 
respondents’ claims were “maintained” within the meaning of that 
clause, including the performance of adequate assessment work. 
Hickel v. Oil Shale Corp., p. 48. 


MINIMUM AGE FOR VOTING. See Voting Rights Act Amend- 
ments of 1970. 


MINING CLAIMS. See Mineral Leasing Act of 1920. 


MINORITY GROUPS. See Voting Rights Act Amendments of 
1970. 


MISDEMEANORS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Venue. 
MISSISSIPPI. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-2. 
MISTRIALS. See Constitutional Law, II; Procedure, 4. 
MONTANA. See Indians; Jurisdiction. 

MOTHERS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Sex Discrimination. 
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MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION. See Elections, 3; Stay, 2. 
MOTIONS IN BAR. See Constitutional Law, II; Procedure, 4. 


MUNICIPAL BOUNDARIES. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 
1-2. 

MURDER. See Constitutional Law, I; Habeas Corpus; Pleas, 
1-3; Procedure, 5. 


NARCOTIC DRUGS IMPORT AND EXPORT ACT. Sce Ap- 
peals, 1; Constitutional Law, VI. 


NARCOTICS. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, VI. 
NATIONAL BANKS. See Standing to Sue. 


NATIONAL ELECTIONS. See Voting Rights Act Amendments 
of 1970. 


NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT. 

1. Section 8 (b)(4)(B)—Secondary conduct—Job assignments — 
In seeking to force general contractor to bind all subcontractors on 
project to particular form of job assignments and implying by its 
demands that general contractor would have to force change in 
subcontractor’s policy or to terminate subcontractor’s contract, re- 
spondent union engaged in flagrant secondary conduct within pro- 
hibition of § 8 (b)(4)(B). NLRB v. Operating Engineers, p. 297. 

2. Section 8 (b)(4)(D)—VJurisdictional disputes—Remedies.—Sec- 
tion 8 (b)(4)(D) is not an exclusive remedy for secondary pressure 
aimed at involving neutral employer in jurisdictional dispute over 
work assignments made by primary employer. NLRB v. Operating 
Engineers, p. 297. 

NECESSARY AND PROPER CLAUSE. See Voting Rights Act 
Amendments of 1970. 


NEGLIGENCE. See Admiralty. 

NEGROES. See Voting Rights Act Amendments of 1970. 

NEUTRAL EMPLOYERS. See National Labor Relations Act, 
1-2. 

NEW YORK. See Aid to Families With Dependent Children; 
Constitutional Law, IV; VII; Elections, 3; Procedure, 2; 
Stay, 2. 

NOLO CONTENDERE. See Pleas, 1-3. 

NONPROFIT MUTUAL INSURERS. See Constitutional Law, 
III, 3; Taxes. 

NORTH CAROLINA. See Pleas, 1-3. 
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NOTICE. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional Law, III, 4; Inter- 
state Commerce Act. 
OBSCENITY. See also Constitutional Law, V. 

Use of mails—Administrative censorship —The administrative cen- 
sorship scheme created by 39 U.S. C. §§ 4006, 4007, permitting the 
Postmaster General to detain and return certain allegedly obscene 
mail, violates the First Amendment since it lacks adequate safe- 
guards against undue inhibition of protected expression. Blount v. 
Rizzi, p. 410. 

OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; 
Contempt; Trials. 

CCCUPATIONAL QUALIFICATIONS. See Civil Rights Act of 
1964; Sex Discrimination. 

OIL SHALE CLAIMS. See Mineral Leasing Act of 1920. 

OPERATING ENGINEERS. See National Labor Relations Act, 
1-2. 

OPERATIONAL NEGLIGENCE. See Admiralty. 

OPTION OF DEFENDANT. See Constitutional Law, II; Pro- 
cedure, 4. 


OREGON. See Voting Rights Act Amendments of 1970. 


ORIGINAL ACTIONS. See Voting Rights Act Amendments of 
1970. 


OUT-OF-COURT STATEMENTS. See Constitutional Law, I. 
PASSENGER TRAINS. See Interstate Commerce Act. 
PATENTS TO LANDS. See Mineral Leasing Act of 1920. 


PENNSYLVANIA. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; Contempt; 
Trials. 


PERSONAL INJURIES. See Admiralty. 


PLEAS. 

1. Guilty plea—Fear of death penalty—Guilty plea that repre- 
sents a voluntary and intelligent choice among alternatives available 
to a defendant, especially one represented by competent counsel, is 
not compelled within the meaning of the Fifth Amendment because 
entered to avoid possibility of death penalty. North Carolina v. 
Alford, p. 25. 

2. Guilty plea—Protestation of innocence-—Accused may volun- 
tarily, knowingly, and understandingly consent to imposition of 
prison sentence even though he is unwilling to admit participation in 
the crime, or even if his guilty plea contains a protestation of in- 
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PLEAS—Continued. 
nocence, when, as here, he intelligently concludes that his interests 
require a guilty plea and the record strongly evidences guilt. North 
Carolina v. Alford, p. 25. 

3. Lesser included offenses—The Fourteenth Amendment and the 
Bill of Rights do not prohibit the States from accepting pleas to 
lesser included offenses. North Carolina v. Alford, p. 25. 


POLITICAL PARTIES. See Elections, 3; Stay, 2. 

POLLING PLACES. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-2. 

PORNOGRAPHY. See Constitutional Law, V; Obscenity. 

POSTAL MONEY ORDERS. See Constitutional Law, V; Ob- 
scenity. 


‘‘POSTING’’ OF NAMES. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional 
Law, III, 4. 


POSTMASTER GENERAL. See Constitutional Law, V; Ob- 
scenity. 

POTENTIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Voting Rights Act of 
1965, 1-2. 


PREJUDICE. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Venue. 


PREPARING TAX RETURNS. See Constitutional Law, II; 
Procedure, 4. 


PRE-SCHOOL-AGE CHILDREN. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; 
Sex Discrimination. 


PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS. See Voting Rights Act Amend- 
ments of 1970. 


PRIEST. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Venue. 
PRIMARY ELECTIONS. See Elections, 2; Stay, 1. 


PRIMARY JURISDICTION. See Federal Maritime Commis- 
sion; Judicial Review; Procedure, 3. 


PRIOR APPROVAL. Sce Federal Maritime Commission; Judi- 
cial Review; Procedure, 3; Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-2. 


PRIOR RESTRAINTS. See Constitutional Law, V; Obscenity. 
PRISONERS. See Constitutional Law, I. 

PRIVATE INSURERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Taxes. 
PRIVILEGE. See Internal Revenue Service, 1-2; Intervention. 


PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES OF CITIZENSHIP. See 
Voting Rights Act Amendments of 1970. 
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PROBABLE CAUSE. See Aid to Families With Dependent Chil- 
dren; Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, IV-VI; Obscenity. 


PROCEDURAL DUE PROCESS. See Abstention, 2; Constitu- 
tional Law, III, 4. 

PROCEDURE. See also Abstention, 1-2; Appeals, 1-2; Bail; 
Certiorari; Constitutional Law, I-II; III, 1-2, 4; V-VII; 
Elections, 1-3; Federal Maritime Commission; Habeas Cor- 
pus; Indians; Internal Revenue Service, 1-2; Interstate Com- 
merce Act; Intervention; Judicial Review; Jurisdiction; 
Labor Management Relations Act; Obscenity; Pleas, 1-3; 
Remedies; Seamen; Sentences; Standing to Sue; Stay, 1-2; 
Venue; Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-2. 

1. Application for restraining order—First Amendment rights— 
Re-examination of holding—Restraining order requested by appli- 
cants, who rely on Dombrowski v. Pfister, 380 U.S. 479, denied since 
re-examination of holding in that case is involved in cases to be 
argued in coming Term. Dexter v. Schrunk (Dovc.as, J., in 
chambers), p. 1207. 

2. Certiorari—Testimony before grand jury—Immunity.—Writ of 
certiorari, granted to resolve question whether “transactional” 
rather than “use” immunity is constitutionally required to compel 
a witness to testify before New York grand jury, is dismissed as 
improvidently granted in light of another decision by highest state 
court holding that transactional immunity is required in New York 
and that its earlier decision in the instant case may have rested 
on that premise. Piccirillo v. New York, p. 548. 

3. Collateral attack—Administrative hearing —Respondent, having 
been represented by its agent in the administrative hearing and hav- 
ing also had every opportunity to participate before the FMC and 
to seek timely review in the Court of Appeals, cannot collaterally 
attack the FMC’s order. Marine Terminal v. Rederi. Transatlantic, 
p. 62. 

4. Double jeopardy—Mistrial—Judgment dismissing information 
on ground of former jeopardy, on appellee’s pretrial motion where 
judge had discharged jury and aborted earlier trial in order that 
witnesses consult with attorneys, is affirmed. United States v. Jorn, 
p. 470. 

5. Habeas corpus—Voluntariness of statement—Shortcomings of 
state procedure—Applicant for federal habeas corpus relief is not 
entitled to new hearing on voluntariness of statement introduced at 
his trial merely because of shortcomings in state procedure used 
to decide voluntariness issue, as he must also show that his version 
of the events, if true, would require conclusion that statement was 
involuntary. Procunier v. Atchley, p. 446. 
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PROMPT JUDICIAL REVIEW. See Constitutional Law, V; 
Obscenity. 
PROPERTY. See Bankruptcy Act. 


PROPRIETARY INTEREST. See Internal Revenue Service, 1-2; 
Intervention. 


PROSPECTORS. See Mineral Leasing Act of 1920. 


PROTECTABLE INTEREST. See Internal Revenue Service, 
1-2; Intervention. 


PROTECTED INTERESTS. See Standing to Sue. 
PROTESTATIONS OF INNOCENCE. See Pleas, 1-3. 


PROVOCATION. See Bail. 


PUBLIC ASSISTANCE. See Aid to Families With Dependent 
Children; Constitutional Law, IV. 


PUBLIC LANDS. See Mineral Leasing Act of 1920. 
PUERTO RICO. See Abstention, 1; Appeals, 2. 
PUNISHMENT. See Certiorari; Sentences. 


QUALIFICATIONS FOR CANDIDATES. See Elections, 2; 
Stay, 1. 


QUALIFICATIONS FOR VOTING. See Voting Rights Act 
Amendments of 1970. 


RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Voting Rights Act Amend- 
ments of 1970; Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-2. 


RAILROADS. See Interstate Commerce Act. 


RECIPIENTS OF WELFARE. See Aid to Families With De- 
pendent Children; Constitutional Law, IV. 


RECONSIDERATION. See Elections, 3; Stay, 2. 
RECORDED STATEMENTS. See Habeas Corpus; Procedure, 5. 


RECORDS OF EMPLOYMENT. See Internal Revenue Service, 
1-2; Intervention. 


RE-EXAMINATION OF HOLDING. See Procedure, 1. 
RELIABILITY. See Constitutional Law, I. 
RELIEF. See Elections, 1-2; Stay, 1. 


RELIEF BENEFITS. See Aid to Families With Dependent Chil- 
dren; Constitutional Law, IV. 


RELOCATION. See Mineral Leasing Act of 1920. 
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REMEDIES. See also Admiralty; Labor Management Relations 
Act; National Labor Relations Act, 1-2; Seamen; Voting 
Rights Act of 1965, 1-2. 

Seamen’s wage claims—Optional remedies—Enactment of § 301 
of the Labor Management Relations Act, which provides for enforce- 
ment of grievance and arbitration provisions of collective-bargaining 
agreements in industries affecting commerce, did not abrogate, but 
merely added an optional remedy to, the remedy of 46 U. S. C. 
§ 596, which permits seamen to sue for wages in federal court. U.S. 
Bulk Carriers v. Arguelles, p. 351. 


REMOVAL FROM COURTROOM. See Constitutional Law, III, 
2; Contempt; Trials. 


REPRESENTATIVES. See Abstention, 1; Appeals, 2. 
REPROSECUTIONS. See Constitutional Law, II; Procedure, 4. 


REQUIREMENTS FOR VOTING. See Voting Rights Act of 
1965, 1-2. 


RESENTENCES. See Certiorari; Sentences. 
RESERVATION INDIANS. See Indians; Jurisdiction. 


RESIDENCE REQUIREMENTS. See Voting Rights Act Amend- 
ments of 1970. 


RESISTING ARREST. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Venue. 

RESTRAINING ORDERS. See Procedure, 1. 

RESTRAINTS ON MAILING. See Constitutional Law, V; Ob- 
scenity. 

RETRIALS. See Constitutional Law, II; Procedure, 4. 

RETROACTIVITY. See Abstention, 1; Appeals, 2; Certiorari; 
Sentences. 

REVIEW. See Bail. 

REVISED TARIFFS. See Federal Maritime Commission; Judi- 
cial Review; Procedure, 3. 

RIGHT TO CONFRONTATION. See Constitutional Law, I. 

RIGHT TO INTERVENE. See Internal Revenue Service, 1-2; 
Intervention. 

RISK OF INJURY. See Elections, 2; Stay, 1. 

RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. See Constitutional Law, V; 
Internal Revenue Service, 1-2; Intervention; Obscenity. 


SAILORS. See Admiralty; Labor Management Relations Act; 
Remedies; Seamen. 
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SALES OF LIQUOR. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional Law, 
III, 4. 


SAVING CLAUSES. See Mineral Leasing Act of 1920. 


SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATIONS. See Constitutional 
Law, III, 3; Taxes. 


SEAMEN. See also Admiralty; Labor Management Relations 
Act; Remedies. 

Wage claims—Optional remedies—Enactment of §301 of the 
Labor Management Relations Act, which provides for enforcement 
of grievance and arbitration provisions of collective-bargaining agree- 
ments in industries affecting commerce, did not abrogate, but merely 
added an optional remedy to, the remedy of 46 U.S. C. § 596, which 
permits seamen to sue for wages in federal court. U. S. Bulk 
Carriers v. Arguelles, p. 351. 


SEARCH AND SEIZURE. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, 
VI. 

SEARCHES. See Aid to Families With Dependent Children; 
Constitutional Law, IV. 

SECONDARY PRESSURES. See National Labor Relations Act, 
1-2. 

SECOND-DEGREE MURDER. See Pleas, 1-3. 


SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. Sce Mineral Leasing Act of 
1920. 

SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, VII; Proce- 
dure, 2. 

SENTENCES. See also Certiorari; Constitutional Law, III, 2; 
Contempt; Pleas, 1-3; Trials. 

Increased sentence—Conduct after first sentence—Certioran.— 
Greater severity of petitioner's second sentence, as Court learned 
after granting certiorari on issue of retroactivity of North Carolina 
v. Pearce, 395 U. S. 711, was based on petitioner’s conduct (specifi- 
cally referred to at resentencing) after the first sentencing; writ is 
therefore dismissed as improvidently granted. Odom v. United 
States, p. 23. 

SEX DISCRIMINATION. See also Civil Rights Act of 1964. 

Discrimination in employment—Hiring policy—Business neces- 
sity —Under Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, an employer 
may not, in the absence of business necessity, refuse to hire women 
with pre-school-age children while hiring men with such children. 
Phillips v. Martin Marietta Corp., p. 542. 
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SHALE. See Mineral Leasing Act of 1920. 
SHIPOWNEBS. See Admiralty. 


SHIPPING ACT, 1916. See Federal Maritime Commission; Judi- 
cial Review; Procedure, 3. 

SHIPPING ASSOCIATIONS. See Federal Maritime Commis- 
sion; Judicial Review; Procedure, 3. 

SHIPS. See Admiralty. 

SHORTCOMINGS OF STATE PROCEDURE. Sce Habeas Cor- 
pus; Procedure, 5. 

SIXTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I; III, 1; 
Venue. 

SMUGGLING. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, VI. 

SOCIALIST WORKERS PARTY. See Elections, 3; Stay, 2 

SOCIAL SECURITY ACT. See Aid to Families With Dependent 
Children; Constitutional Law, IV. 

SPECIAL AGENTS. See Internal Revenue Service, 1-2; Inter- 
vention. 

SPECIAL ELECTIONS. See Indians; Jurisdiction. 

STANDING TO SUE. 

Travel agents—Competition with national banks—Zone of pro- 
tected interests ——Court of Appeals erred in dismissing complaint for 
lack of standing of travel agents seeking to invalidate Comptroller 
of Currency’s ruling that national banks may provide travel services 
for their customers, as § 4 of Bank Service Corporation Act “argu- 
ably brings a competitor within the zone of interests protected by 
it.” Arnold Tours v. Camp, p. 45. 

STARE DECISIS. See Procedure, 1. 

STATE COURTS. See Indians; Jurisdiction. 

STATE ELECTIONS. See Voting Rights Act Amendments of 
1970. 

STATEMENTS. See Constitutional Law, I; Habeas Corpus; Pro- 
cedure, 5. 

STATE OFFICIALS. See Elections, 2; Stay, 1. 

STATE STATUTES. Sce Abstention, 1-2; Appeals, 2; Constitu- 
tional Law, ITI, 4. 


STATE WELFARE PROGRAMS. See Aid to Families With 
Dependent Children: Constitutional Law, IV. 
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STATUS QUO ANTE. See Elections, 3; Stay, 2. 
STATUTES OF PUERTO RICO. See Abstention, 1; Appeals, 2. 


STAY. See also Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, VI; Elections, 
2-3. 

1. Candidates for federal office—Prozimity of election—State 
law—Would-be candidates for Congress seek to stay judgment of 
Florida Supreme Court upholding state law requiring state officials 
to resign before becoming candidates for another office. Since con- 
stitutional issues cannot be finally resolved prior to primary election, 
and the risk of injury to applicants outweighs that to Florida, appli- 
cations for stays are granted. Davis v. Adams (Buack, J., in 
chambers), p. 1203. 

2. Preserve status quo—Reconsideration—Placing candidates on 
ballots —Stay granted to preserve status quo ante to enable Court, 
at first Conference in October, to determine disposition of appeal. 
Reconsideration denied on basis of appellants’ representation that 
appellee parties’ candidates can be placed on ballot for November 
1970 election. Rockefeller v. Socialist Workers Party (Haran, J., 
in chambers), p. 1201. 


STEVEDORES. See Admiralty. 

STIGMA. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional Law, III, 4. 
STRIKES. See National Labor Relations Act, 1-2. 
SUBCONTRACTORS. See National Labor Relations Act, 1-2. 


SUBMISSION OF VOTING CHANGES. See Voting Rights Act 
of 1965, 1-2. 


SUMMONSES. See Internal Revenue Service, 1-2; Intervention. 
SUPPRESSION OF EVIDENCE. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional 
Law, VI. 
SUPREME COURT. 
1. Amendment of United States Supreme Court Rules, p. 1027. 


2. Assignment of Mr. Justice Clark (retired) to United States 
Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit, p. 805. 


3. Assignment of Mr. Justice Clark (retired) to United States 
Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit, p. 921. 


4. Assignment of Mr. Justice Reed (retired) to United States 
Court of Claims, p. 883. 


5. Rules of Procedure for the Trial of Minor Offenses before United 
States Magistrates, p. 1029. 


SURVEILLANCE. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, VI. 
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TARIFFS. See Federal Maritime Commission; Judicial Review; 
Procedure, 3. 
TAXES. See also Constitutional Law, III, 3. 

Income tax eremption—Nonprofit mutual insurers—Cutoff date— 
Section 501 (c)(14)(B) of the Internal Revenue Code, which limits 
income tax exemption for nonprofit mutual insurers to those orga- 
nized before September 1, 1957, is not an arbitrary classification 
violative of due process requirements, Congress having had a rational 
basis for concluding that an extension of the cutoff date could ad- 
versely affect federal programs. U.S. v. Maryland Savings-Share 
Ins. Corp., p. 4. 


TAXPAYERS. See Constitutional Law, II; Procedure, 4. 


TAX RETURNS. See Constitutional Law, II; Internal Revenue 
Service, 1-2; Intervention; Procedure, 4. 

TEMPORARY DETENTION OF MAIL. See Constitutional Law, 
V; Obscenity. 

TERMINAL ASSOCIATIONS. See Federal Maritime Commis- 
sion; Judicial Review; Procedure, 3. 

TERMINATION OF BENEFITS. See Aid to Families With De- 
pendent Children; Constitutional Law, IV. 

TERMINATION OF CONTRACTS. See Abstention, 1; Ap- 
peals, 2. 

TERMINATION OF TRAIN SERVICE. See Interstate Com- 
merce Act. 

TESTIMONY. See Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 2. 

TEXAS. See Voting Rights Act Amendments of 1970. 

THREE-JUDGE COURTS. See Elections, 1; Voting Rights Act 
of 1965, 1-2. 

THROUGH TRAINS. See Interstate Commerce Act. 

TIMELINESS. See Federal Maritime Commission; Judicial Re- 
view; Procedure, 3. 

TIRE IRONS. See Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 2. 


TOTALITY OF CIRCUMSTANCES. See Habeas Corpus; Pro- 
cedure, 5. 

TRAINS. See Interstate Commerce Act. 

‘*TRANSACTIONAL’’ IMMUNITY. See Constitutional Law, 
VII; Procedure, 2. 

TRANSFERABLE ASSETS. See Bankruptcy Act. 
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TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION. See Indians; Jurisdiction. 
TRANSPORTATION. See Interstate Commerce Act. 
TRAVEL AGENTS. See Standing to Sue. 

TRIAL JUDGES. See Pleas, 1-3. 


TRIALS. See also Constitutional Law, II; III, 1-2; Contempt; 
Procedure, 4; Venue. 

Criminal contempt—Vilification of judge—Due process——Here, 
where defendant in state criminal contempt proceeding vilified the 
judge during course of defendant’s trial and was sentenced by that 
judge to 11 to 22 years for contempt, he is entitled under Due Process 
Clause to a public trial before another judge. Mayberry v. Penn- 
sylvania, p. 455. 


TRIBAL COUNCILS. See Indians; Jurisdiction. 
TRUSTEE IN BANKRUPTCY. See Bankruptcy Act. 
TRUSTWORTHINESS. See Constitutional Law, I. 
TURNOVER ORDERS. See Bankruptcy Act. 


UNAMBIGUOUS STATUTE. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional 
Law, III, 4. 


UNFAIR EMPLOYMENT PRACTICES. See Civil Rights Act of 
1964; Sex Discrimination. 


UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICES. See National Labor Relations 
Act, 1-2. 

UNIONS. See National Labor Relations Act, 1-2. 

UNSEAWORTHINESS. See Admiralty. 

‘‘USE’’ IMMUNITY. See Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 2. 

USE OF THE MAILS. See Constitutional Law, V; Obscenity. 

VACATION OF STAY. See Elections, 3; Stay, 2. 

VACATION PAY. See Bankruptcy Act. 


VENUE. See also Constitutional Law, III, 1. 

Misdemeanors—Change of venue—Due process——State law that 
categorically prevents change of venue for jury trial in criminal 
case, regardless of extent of local prejudice against defendant, solely 
on ground that crime with which he is charged is misdemeanor is 
violative of right to trial by impartial jury guaranteed by the Four- 
teenth Amendment. Groppi v. Wisconsin, p. 505. 


VESSELS. See Admiralty. 
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VILIFICATION OF JUDGES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; 
Contempt; Trials. 


VINDICTIVENESS. See Certiorari; Sentences. 


VIOLATIONS OF TAX LAWS. See Internal Revenue Service, 
1-2; Intervention. 


VOLUNTARINESS OF STATEMENT. See Habeas Corpus; Pro- 
cedure, 5. 


VOLUNTARY PLEAS. See Pleas, 1-3. 


VOTERS. See Voting Rights Act Amendments of 1970; Voting 
Rights Act of 1965, 1-2. 


VOTING RIGHTS ACT AMENDMENTS OF 1970. 

Lowering of minimum age for voting—Literacy test ban—Resi- 
dency requirements for voting—The 18-year-old minimum-age re- 
quirement of the statute is valid for national elections, but not 
valid for state and local elections; the ban on use of literacy tests 
for a five-year period in any area where they are not already pro- 
scribed by the Voting Rights Act of 1965, is valid; and the prohibi- 
tion of disqualification in presidential elections for failure to meet 
state residency requirements is valid. Oregon v. Mitchell, p. 112. 


VOTING RIGHTS ACT OF 1965. See also Voting Rights Act 
Amendments of 1970. 

1. Approval of voting changes—Function of three-judge court — 
Three-judge court should have considered only issue of “whether a 
particular state enactment is subject to the provisions of the Voting 
Rights Act, and therefore must be submitted for approval before 
enactment.” Perkins v. Matthews, p. 379. 

2. Voting changes—Prior submission—Each of the challenged 
changes—locations of polling places, boundary lines, and from ward 
to at-large election of aldermen—falls within §5 of the Act as a 
“standard, practice, or procedure with respect to voting different 
from that in force or effect on November 1, 1964,” and requires prior 
submission. Perkins v. Matthews, p. 379. 


WAGE CLAIMS. See Labor Management Relations Act; Reme- 
dies; Seamen. 


WAGE EARNERS. See Bankruptcy Act. 
WAIVERS. See Pleas, 1-3. 
WARD ELECTIONS. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-2. 


WARNINGS OF RIGHTS. Sce Constitutional Law, II: Proce- 
dure, 4. 
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WARRANTS. See Aid to Families With Dependent Children; 
Constitutional Law, IV. 

WELDING MACHINES. See National Labor Relations Act, 1-2. 

WELFARE PAYMENTS. See Aid to Families With Dependent 
Children; Constitutional Law, IV. 

WHARF DEMURRAGE CHARGES. See Federal Maritime Com- 
mission; Judicial Review; Procedure, 3. 

WINCHES. See Admiralty. 

WISCONSIN. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional Law, III, 1, 4; 
Venue. 

WITNESSES. See Constitutional Law, II; Procedure, 4. 

WORDS. 

1. “Cease doing business with any other person.” §8 (b)(4)(B), 
National Labor Relations Act, 29 U.S. C. § 158 (b)(4)(B). NLRB 
v. Operating Engineers, p. 297. 

2. “Maintained in compliance with the laws under which initiated.” 
§ 37, Mineral Leasing Act of 1920, 30 U.S. C. § 193. Hickel v. Oil 
Shale Corp., p. 48. 

3. “Property.” §70a (5), Bankruptcy Act, 11 U.S. C. § 110a (5). 
Lines v. Frederick, p. 18. 

4. “Reasonable cause to suspect.” 19 U.S. C. § 482. Harris v. 
United States (Dove.as, J., in chambers), p. 1211. 

WORK ASSIGNMENTS. See National Labor Relations Act, 1-2. 

WORKING MOTHERS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Sex 
Discrimination. 

ZONE OF PROTECTED INTERESTS. See Standing to Sue. 
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ABATEMENT. See Procedure, 5. 

ABATEMENT OF NUISANCES. See Jurisdiction, 7. 
ABILITY TESTS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2. 
ABSTENTION. See also Procedure, 1, 19. 

Equal protection claim—State constitutional isswe—District Court 
mistakenly relied on Monroe v. Pape, 365 U. S. 167, and McNeese 
v. Board of Education, 373 U. S. 668, in refusing to abstain from 
deciding case on merits pending resolution by state courts of state 


constitutional claims that might obviate need for determining Four- 
teenth Amendment issue. Askew v. Hargrave, p. 476. 


ACCESS TO COURTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; V; Divorce; 
Indigents, 1. 


ACCRUAL OF ACTIONS. See Procedure, 2. 


ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF PARENTAGE. See Constitutional 
Law, II, 1; Decedents’ Estates. 


ACTIONS. See Procedure, 2. 
ACTUAL MALICE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1-3; Libel, 1-2. 


ADJUDICATION OF WATER RIGHTS. See Jurisdiction, 8-9; 
Water Rights, 1-2. 


ADMINISTRATION OF BANKRUPT ESTATE. See Bankruptcy 
Act. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. See also National Labor Re- 
lations Act. 

1. Secretary of Transportation—Construction of highways through 
public parks—Judicial review—Secretary’s authorization of federal 
funds for construction of highway through Memphis park is subject 
to judicial review pursuant to § 701 of the Administrative Procedure 
Act, as the exemption for action “committed to agency discretion” 
does not apply as the Secretary does have “law to apply” rather 
than wide-ranging discretion. Citizens to Preserve Overton Park v. 
Volpe, p. 402. 

2. Secretary of Transportation—Formal findings—Remand —For- 
mal findings by the Secretary with respect to his approval of high- 
way through Memphis park were not required in this case, and in 


1209 










INDEX 





1210 
































ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE—Continued. 
light thereof, the court on remand may require the administrative 
officials who participated in the decision to explain their action or 
require the Secretary to make formal findings. Citizens to Preserve 
Overton Park v. Volpe, p. 402. 

3. Secretary of Transportation—Judicial review—Although under 
§ 706 of the Administrative Procedure Act de novo review is not 
required here and the Secretary’s approval of the route of the 
highway through Memphis park need not meet the substantial- 
evidence test, reviewing court must conduct substantial inquiry and 
determine whether the Secretary acted within the scope of his author- 
ity, whether his decision was within the small range of available 
choices, and whether he could have reasonably believed that there 
were no feasible alternatives. Citizens to Preserve Overton Park v. 
Volpe, p. 402. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT. See Administrative 
Procedure, 1-3. 


ADMISSIBILITY. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2, 4-5; Evidence, 
1; Jurisdiction, 5; Procedure, 7, 13-14. 


ADMISSION TO BAR. See Attorneys, 1-4; Constitutional Law, 
III, 1. 


AD VALOREM TAXES. See Abstention; Procedure, 1. 


AFFIDAVITS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-3; Arrests; Con- 
stitutional Law, VII, 1; Procedure, 4. 


AGENTS. See Antitrust Acts; Constitutional Law, VII, 2; Evi- 
dence, 2; Jurisdiction, 6; Labor Unions; Procedure, 7. 


AGGRAVATED ASSAULT AND BATTERY. See Injunctions, 
4; Procedure, 10. 


AGREEMENTS. See Antitrust Acts; Evidence, 2; Jurisdiction, 
6; Labor Unions. 


AIDING AND ABETTING. See Gambling; Travel Act. 
AIR FORCE. See Habeas Corpus; Jurisdiction, 4. 

ALIEN PARENT. See Citizenship; Constitutional Law, IV. 
ALLEGATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3; Libel, 2. 


AMBIGUOUS DOCUMENT. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3; 
Libel, 2. 


AMERICAN CITIZENSHIP. 
Law, IV. 












See Citizenship; Constitutional 
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ANTITRUST ACTS. See also Damages; Evidence, 2; Jurisdic- 
tion, 6; Labor Unions; Procedure, 12; Releases; Statute of 
Limitations; Stay. 

Norris-LaGuardia Act—Labor unions—Standard of proof.—Ordi- 
nary preponderance-of-evidence standard is applicable in civil anti- 
trust actions against labor unions except with respect to proving 
authority of individual members, officers, or agents of union to 
perform on behalf of union the acts complained of, where the 
“clear proof” standard applies. Ramsey v. Mine Workers, p. 302. 


APARTMENT SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VII, 4-5; 
Jurisdiction, 5; Procedure, 14. 


APPEALS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 3; Criminal Appeals 
Act, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 5, 11, 15, 20. 


APPELLATE REVIEW. See Procedure, 3. 


APPLICANTS FOR BAR. See Attorneys, 1-4; Constitutional 
Law, III, 1. 


APPLICATION FOR STAY. See Stay. 


APPLICATIONS FOR WATER RIGHTS. See Jurisdiction, 9; 
Water Rights, 2. 


APPROPRIATED WATER RIGHTS. See Jurisdiction, 8-9; 
Water Rights, 1-2. 


APTITUDE TESTS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2. 
ARIZONA. See Attorneys, 1; Habeas Corpus; Jurisdiction, 4. 


ARMED FORCES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3; Courts- 
Martial; Habeas Corpus; Jurisdiction, 2, 4; Selective Service 
Act. 

ARRESTS. See also Constitutional Law, VII, 1, 3-5; Forfeitures, 
1-2; Injunctions, 4; Jurisdiction, 5; Procedure, 4, 10, 14-15. 

Probable cause—Police radio bulletin—Standards applicable to 
factual basis for arresting officer’s probable-cause assessment are no 
less strict than those applicable to magistrate’s assessment. Here 
the arresting officer had no information to corroborate the report 
that suspects had committed the crime and fact that warrantless 
arrest was based on police radio bulletin cannot supply element of 

probable cause that officer who issued bulletin lacked. Whiteley v 

Warden, p. 560. 


ARREST WARRANTS. See Arrests; Constitutional Law, VII, 
1; Procedure, 4. 


ASSAULT. See Labor-Management Reporting and Disclosure Act, 
1-2. 
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ASSESSED VALUATION. See Abstention; Procedure, 1. 


ASSIGNMENT OF EMPLOYEES. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 
1-2. 
ATHLETIC COMPETITION. See Stay. 


ATTORNEYS. See also Constitutional Law, III, 1; V; Criminal 
Appeals Act, 1-2; Indigents, 3; Procedure, 18. 

1. Admission to Arizona Bar—Completion of questionnaire— 
Organizational memberships—Judgment of Arizona Supreme Court 
denying applicant’s petition for an order to Bar Committee to show 
cause why she should not be admitted, after Committee refused to 
process her application for failure to answer questionnaire fully, is 
reversed and remanded. Baird v. State Bar of Arizona, p. 1. 

2. Admission to New York Bar—Loyalty—Burden of proof —New 
York’s Rule that applicant furnish proof that he “believes in the 
form of government of the United States and is loyal to such gov- 
ernment,” is not constitutionally invalid in light of appellees’ con- 
struction that Rule places no burden of proof on applicant, that 
“form of government” and “government” refer solely to the Consti- 
tution, and that “belief” and “loyalty” mean no more than willing- 
ness to take constitutional oath and ability to do so in good faith. 
Law Students Research Council v. Wadmond, p. 154. 

3. Admission to New York Bar—Questionnaires—Character and 
general fitness—The “character and general fitness” requirement for 
admission to the New York Bar is not violative of the Constitution. 
Law Students Research Council v. Wadmond, p. 154. 

4. Admission to Ohio Bar—Completion of questionnaire—Organi- 
zational memberships—Judgment of Supreme Court of Ohio approv- 
ing Bar Committee’s recommendation that applicant not be permit- 
ted to take the Ohio Bar examination because of failure to answer 
questions concerning organizational membership, is reversed and 
remanded. In re Stolar, p. 23. 

AUTHORITY OF REGIONAL DIRECTORS. See National Labor 
Relations Act. 

AUTHORITY OF UNION AGENTS. See Antitrust Acts; Evi- 
dence, 2; Jurisdiction, 6; Labor Unions. 

BAIL. See Injunctions, 4; Procedure, 10. 

BANKRUPTCY ACT. 

Costs and expenses of administration—Priorities—Withheld fed- 
eral tazres—Section 64 (a)(1) of the Act, which is an overriding 
statement of federal policy on question of priorities, clearly provides 
that the first priority in payments from bankrupt estates belongs 
to the costs and expenses of administration incurred in the bank- 
ruptcy proceedings. United States v. Randall, p. 513. 
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BANKS. See also Standing to Sue. 

Glass-Steagall Banking Act of 1983—Collective investment funds— 
Competition with mutual funds—Operation of collective investment 
fund of the kind approved by the Comptroller of the Currency, 
that is in direct competition with the mutual fund industry, involves 
a bank in the underwriting, issuing, selling, and distributing of securi- 
ties in violation of the Glass-Steagall Act. Investment Co. Institute 
v. Camp, p. 617. 

BAR EXAMINERS. See Attorneys, 1-4; Constitutional Law, 
III, 1. 

BARGAINING UNITS. See Antitrust Acts; Evidence, 2; Juris- 
diction, 6; Labor Unions; National Labor Relations Act. 

BASKETBALL. See Stay. 

BELIEFS. See Attorneys, 1-4; Constitutional Law, III, 1-3; 
Selective Service Act. 

BENEFICIARIES. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Decedents’ 
Estates. 

BETTORS. See Gambling; Travel Act. 

BILLS OF COMPLAINT. See Jurisdiction, 7. 

BIRTH ABROAD. See Citizenship; Constitutional Law, IV. 

BOILERMAKERS. See Labor-Management Reporting and Dis- 
closure Act, 1-2. 

BONDS. See Procedure, 3. 

BOOKS. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 11. 

BOOTLEGGERS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Libel, 1. 

BREAKING AND ENTERING. See Arrests; Constitutional Law, 
VII, 1; Procedure, 4. 


BURDEN OF PROOF. See Attorneys, 2-3; Constitutional Law, 
i, 1. 


BURGLARY. See Arrests; Constitutional Law, VII, 1; Proce- 
dure, 4. 

BUSINESS MANAGERS OF UNIONS. See Labor-Management 
Reporting and Disclosure Act, 1-2. 

CALIFORNIA. See Constitutional Law, VII, 4-5; Federal-State 
Relations; Injunctions, 1; Jurisdiction, 3, 5; Procedure, 9, 14. 

CANADA. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 7; Procedure, 12; Re- 
leases; Statute of Limitations. 


CANDIDATES FOR PUBLIC OFFICE. See Constitutional Law, 
VI, 1-2; Libel, 1; Public Officials. 
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CASE IN CHIEF. See Evidence, 1; Procedure, 13. 
CERTIORARI. See Procedure, 5, 20. 
CHAIN OF COMMAND. See Habeas Corpus; Jurisdiction, 4. 
CHANGED CIRCUMSTANCES. See Procedure, 3. 


‘‘CHARACTER AND GENERAL FITNESS.’’ See Attorneys, 
2-3; Constitutional Law, III, 1. 


CHEMICAL COMPANIES. See Jurisdiction, 7. 

CHICAGO. See Injunctions, 4; Procedure, 10. 

CHICAGO POLICEMEN. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3; Libel, 2. 
CHILDREN. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Decedents’ Estates. 


CHILLING EFFECT. See Attorneys, 2-3; Constitutional Law, 
yan, i. 


CITIZENSHIP. See also Constitutional Law, IV. 

Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952—Loss of citizenship— 
Birth abroad—Congress has power to impose condition subsequent 
of residence in this country on appellee, who does not come within 
Fourteenth Amendment’s definition of citizens as those “born or 
naturalized in the United States,” and its imposition is not unreason- 
able, arbitrary, or unlawful. Rogers v. Bellei, p. 815. 


CIVIL RIGHTS. See Attorneys, 2-3; Constitutional Law, III, 1; 
Public Schools. 


CIVIL RIGHTS ACTIVITIES. See Habeas Corpus; Jurisdic- 
tion, 4. 


CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964. 


1. Employment practices—Discrimination—Job performance. —aAct 
requires elimination of artificial, arbitrary, and unnecessary barriers 
to employment that operate invidiously to discriminate on basis of 
race, and if, as here, an employment practice that operates to exclude 
Negroes cannot be shown to be related to job performance, it is 
prohibited, notwithstanding employer’s lack of discriminatory intent. 
Griggs v. Duke Power Co., p. 424. 

2. Personnel testing—Discrimination—Job performance—Act does 
not preclude use of testing or measuring procedures, but it does 
proscribe giving them controlling force unless they are demonstrably 
a reasonable measure of job performance. Griggs v. Duke Power 
Co., p. 424. 


CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION REPORTS. See Constitutional 
Law, VI, 3; Libel, 2. 
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CLAYTON ACT. See Damages; Procedure, 12: Releases; Statute 
of Limitations. 


CLEAR PROOF. See Antitrust Acts; Evidence, 2; Jurisdiction, 
6; Labor Unions. 

COAL MINE OPERATORS. See Antitrust Acts; Evidence, 2; 
Jurisdiction, 6; Labor Unions. 

COLLATERAL PROCEEDINGS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 3; 
Procedure, 15. 


COLLECTIVE INVESTMENT FUNDS. See Banks; Standing to 
Sue. 


COLORADO. See Jurisdiction, 8-9; Water Rights, 1-2. 
COLORADO RIVER. Sce Jurisdiction, 8; Water Rights, 1. 
COMMANDING OFFICERS. See Habeas Corpus; Jurisdiction, 4. 
COMMUNIST PARTY. See Attorneys, 1, 4. 

COMPENSATION TO LAWYERS. See Constitutional Law, V. 


COMPETITION. See Antitrust Acts; Banks; Evidence, 2: Juris- 
diction, 6; Labor Unions; Standing to Sue. 

COMPLAINTS. See Arrests; Constitutional Law, VII, 1; Proce- 
dure, 4. 

COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. See Banks; Standing to 
Sue. 

CONCLUSORY COMPLAINTS. See Arrests; Constitutional Law, 
VII, 1; Procedure, 4. 

CONDITIONAL PRIVILEGE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; 
Libel, 1. 


CONDITIONS OF EMPLOYMENT. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 
1-2. 


CONDITION SUBSEQUENT. Sce Citizenship; Constitutional 
Law, IV. 

CONNECTICUT. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Divorce; Indi- 
gents, 1. 

CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS. See Constitutional Law, III, 
2-3; Criminal Appeals Act, 1-2; Selective Service Act. 


CONSCRIPTION. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3: Selective 
Service Act. 


CONSENT TO BE JOINED. See Jurisdiction, 8-9; Water Rights, 
1-2. 


? 
i 
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CONSPIRACIES. See Antitrust Acts; Constitutional Law, I, 1; 
VIII, 3; Evidence, 2; Jurisdiction, 6; Labor Unions; National 
Firearms Act, 1-2. 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Abstention; Arrests; Attor- 
neys, 2-3; Citizenship; Decedents’ Estates; Declaratory Judg- 
ments; Divorce; Evidence, 1; Federal-State Relations; For- 
feitures, 1-2; Indigents, 1-3; Injunctions, 1-4; Jurisdiction, 
3, 5; Libel, 1-2; National Firearms Act, 1-2; Procedure, 1, 4, 
6-10, 13-15, 18-19; Public Officials; Punishment; Selective 
Service Act. 


I. Due Process. 


1. Amended National Firearms Act—Intent—The amended Act’s 
prohibition against a person’s “receiv[ing] or posssess[ing] a firearm 
which is not registered to him,” requires no specific intent and the 
absence of such a requirement in this essentially regulatory statute 
in the area of public safety does not violate due process requirements 
either as respects the substantive count or the conspiracy count. 
United States v. Freed, p. 601. 


2. Inability to pay court fees and costs—Divorce proceedings.— 
In view of basic position of marriage in our society and state monop- 
olization of means for dissolving that relationship, due process pro- 
hibits Connecticut from denying, solely because of inability to pay 
court fees and costs, access to its courts to indigents who, in good 
faith, seek judicial dissolution of their marriage. Boddie v. Con- 
necticut, p. 371. 


II. Equal Protection of the Laws. 


1. Descent and distribution—Illegitimate children —Louisiana stat- 
utory intestate succession scheme is within the State’s power to 
establish rules for the protection and strengthening of family life 
and for disposition of property, and in view of various statutory 
alternatives did not constitute an insurmountable barrier to illegiti- 
mate children. Labine v. Vincent, p. 532. 


2. Nonpayment of traffic fines—Imprisonment—It is a denial of 
equal protection to limit punishment to payment of a fine for those 
who are able to pay it but to convert the fine to imprisonment for 
those who are unable to pay it. Tate v. Short, p. 395. 


III. First Amendment. 
1. Admission to New York Bar.—The “character and general fit- 
ness” requirement for admission to New York Bar is not violative 


of the Constitution. New York’s carefully administered screening 
system does not necessarily result in chilling the exercise of con- 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 

stitutional freedoms, and whether different policy might be wiser 
rests with State’s policymaking bodies. Law Students Research 
Council v. Wadmond, p. 154. 

2. Establishment of Religion Clause—Conscientious objectors — 
Section 6 (j) of the Military Selective Service Act of 1967 does not 
violate the Establishment Clause as the section on its face does not 
discriminate on basis of religious affiliation or belief, and there are 
valid neutral reasons, with emphasis on the maintenance of fairness 
in the administration of military conscription, for the congressional 
limitation of the exemption to “war in any form.” Gillette v. United 
States, p. 437. 

3. Free Exercise Clause—Conscientious objectors—Section 6 (j) 
of the Military Selective Service Act of 1967 does not violate the 
Free Exercise Clause, as it is not designed to interfere with any 
religious practice and does not penalize any theological position; and 
any incidental burdens felt by petitioners are justified by substantial 
governmental interests relating to military conscription. Gillette v. 
United States, p. 437. 

IV. Fourteenth Amendment. 

Loss of citizenship—Birth abroad—Congress has power to impose 
condition subsequent of residence in this country on appellee, who 
does not come within Fourteenth Amendment’s definition of citizens 
as those “born or naturalized in the United States,” and its imposi- 


tion is not unreasonable, arbitrary, or unlawful. Rogers v. Bellei, 
p. 815. 


V. Freedom of Association. 

Injured railroad workers—Legal services—Injunction issued 
against union in this case violated its right under First and Four- 
teenth Amendments to engage in group activity to enable its mem- 
bers to meet costs of legal representation and otherwise to secure 
meaningful access to the courts. United Transportation Union v. 
Michigan Bar, p. 576. 


VI. Freedom of the Press. 


1. Candidates for public office—Libel—Publications concerning 
candidates for public office must be accorded at least as much pro- 
tection under the First and Fourteenth Amendments as those con- 
cerning occupants of public office. Monitor Patriot Co. v. Roy, 
p. 265. 

2. Charge of criminal conduct—Political candidates—Charge of 
criminal conduct, no matter how remote in time or place, can never 
be irrelevant to an official’s or a candidate’s fitness for purpose of 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 

applying the “knowing falsehood or reckless disregard” rule of New 
York Times Co. v. Sullivan, 376 U. 8. 254. Monitor Patriot Co. v. 
Roy, p. 265; Ocala Star-Banner Co. v. Damron, p. 295. 


3. Magazine article—Interpretation of Civil Rights Commission 
report —Magazine’s omission of word “alleged” amounted to adop- 
tion of one of several rational interpretations of Civil Rights Com- 
mission report bristling with ambiguities, and while the choice might 
reflect misconception, it was not enough to create jury issue of 
“malice” under rule of New York Times Co. v. Sullivan, 376 U. 8. 
254, as it would impose stricter standard of liability on errors of 
interpretation than on errors of historic fact. Time, Inc. v. Pape, 
p. 279. 


VII. Search and Seizure. 


1. Arrest warrant—Sheriff’s complaint —Petitioner’s arrest violated 
his rights and the evidence seized incident thereto should have been 
excluded from his trial, as the complaint, which did not mention 
that the sheriff acted on an informer’s tip, was merely conclusory and 
could not support the independent judgment of a disinterested mag- 
istrate. Whiteley v. Warden, p. 560. 

2. Electronic eavesdropping—Informer—Court of Appeals’ hold- 
‘ing that evidence of incriminating statements of respondent that 
were overheard by warrantless electronic eavesdropping by Govern- 
ment agents by means of transmitter which informer consented to 
wear during meetings with respondent was inadmissible under 
Fourth Amendment, is reversed. United States v. White, p. 745. 


3. Incident to arrest—Retroactivity—Court of Appeals’ holding 
that intervening decision in Chimel v. California, 395 U. S. 752, 
narrowing scope of permissible searches incident to arrest, was not 
to be retroactively applied to searches antedating the date it was 
decided, is affirmed. Williams v. United States, p. 646. 

4. Probable cause—Incident to arrest—Arrest and search were 
valid under Fourth Amendment, since police had probable cause 
to arrest Hill and reasonably believed arrestee was Hill. Accord- 
ingly, they were entitled to do what law allowed them to do if 
arrestee was in fact Hill, that is, to search incident to arrest and 
to seize evidence of crime they had probable cause to believe Hill 
committed. Hill v. California, p. 797. 


5. Retroactivity—Chimel v. California, 395 U. S. 752, is inappli- 
cable to searches antedating that decision, regardless of whether 
case is on direct or collateral review or involves state or federal 
prisoners. Hill v. California, p. 797. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 
VIII. Self-Incrimination. 

1. Forfeiture proceeding—Gambling tarx—The Fifth Amendment 
privilege may properly be invoked here since the forfeiture statutes, 
when viewed in their entirety, are intended to penalize only persons 
significantly involved in a criminal enterprise. United States v. 
U.S. Coin & Currency, p. 715. 

2. Gambling income—Wagering tax forms—Retroactivity—Court 
of Appeals’ holding that Marchetti v. United States, 390 U. S. 39, 
and Grosso v. United States, 390 U. 8. 62, would not be applied 
retroactively to overturn earlier income tax evasion conviction 
based on then-constitutional principles permitting introduction in 
evidence of wagering tax forms, is affirmed. Mackey v. United 
States, p. 667. 

3. National Firearms Act—Amended statute—The scheme of the 
amended Act, which significantly alters the scheme presented in 
Haynes v. United States, 390 U.S. 85, does not involve any violation 
of the Self-Incrimination Clause of the Fifth Amendment. The 
amended Act fully protects a person against incrimination for past 
or present violations and creates no substantial hazards of future 
incrimination. United States v. Freed, p. 601. 


CONSTITUTIONAL OATHS. See Attorneys, 2-3; Constitutional 
Law, III, 1. 

CONSTRUCTION OF THE STATUTE. See Criminal Appeals 
Act, 1-2. 

CONTAMINATION. See Jurisdiction, 7. 

CONVERSATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2; Procedure, 7. 

CORROBORATION. See Arrests; Constitutional Law, VII, 1; 
Procedure, 4. 

COSTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Divorce; Indigents, 1. 


COSTS AND EXPENSES OF BANKRUPTOY. See Bankruptcy 
Act. 

COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, V; Criminal Appeals Act, 
1-2; Evidence, 1; Indigents, 3; Procedure, 18. 

COUNTERCLAIMS. See Damages; Procedure, 12; Releases; 
Statute of Limitations. 

COUNTY TAX ASSESSORS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2; 
Libel, 1; Public Officials. 


COURT FEES AND COSTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Di- 
vorce; Indigents, 1. 
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COURT OF APPEALS. See Procedure, 20. 


COURTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Declaratory Judgments; 
Divorce; Federal-State Relations; Indigents, 1; Injunctions, 
1-2; Jurisdiction, 3; Procedure, 6, 9. 


COURTS-MARTIAL. See also Jurisdiction, 2. 


Crime on military base—Service connected—An offense commit- 
ted by a serviceman on a military post that violates the security 
of a person or of property there is service connected and may be 
tried by a court-martial. Relford v. U. S. Disciplinary Comman- 
dant, p. 355. 


CREATING DISSENSION. See Labor-Management Reporting 
and Disclosure Act, 1-2. 


CREDIBILITY. See Evidence, 1; Procedure, 13. 
CREDITORS. See Bankruptcy Act. 


CRIMINAL ANARCHY. See Declaratory Judgments; Injunc- 
tions, 2; Procedure, 6. 


CRIMINAL APPEALS ACT. 


1. Jurisdiction—“Construction of the statute” provision—Selec- 
tive Service regulation —This Court has no jurisdiction of the appeal 
under the “construction of the statute” provision since the inter- 
relation of the regulation and the Military Selective Service Act of 
1967 fell short of that required for the dismissal to have been based 
on the construction of the statute. United States v. Weller, p. 254. 

2. Jurisdiction—“Motion in bar” provision—Selective Service regu- 
lation—‘“Motion in bar” provision applies only when defendant, 
while not denying commission of the offense, claims that an ex- 
traneous factor forecloses prosecution. That provision is inappli- 
cable here since appellee contends that his refusal to submit to 
induction was not a crime because of the denial of counsel by his 
draft board. United States v. Weller, p. 254. 


CRIMINAL CONDUCT. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1-2; Libel, 
1; Public Officials. 


CRIMINAL ENTERPRISES. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1; 
Forfeitures, 1-2; Procedure, 16. 


CRIMINAL LAW. See Arrests; Constitutional Law, I, 1; II, 2; 
III, 2-3; VII, 1-5; VIII, 2-3; Courts-Martial; Criminal Ap- 
peals Act, 1-2; Declaratory Judgments; Evidence, 1; Federal- 
State Relations; Gambling; Indigents, 2-3; Injunctions, 1-4: 
Jurisdiction, 1-2, 5; National Firearms Act, 1-2; Procedure, 
4-7, 9-11, 13-15, 17-18, 20; Punishment; Selective Service Act; 
Travel Act. 
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CRIMINAL PROSECUTION. See Declaratory Judgments; Fed- 
eral-State Relations; Injunctions, 1-4; Jurisdiction, 3; Pro- 
cedure, 6, 8-10. 


CRIMINAL SYNDICALISM ACT. See Federal-State Relations; 
Injunctions, 1: Jurisdiction, 3; Procedure, 9. 


CRYSTAL CITY, FLORIDA. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2; 
Libel, 1; Public Officials. 


CURRENCY. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1; Forfeitures, 1-2; 
Procedure, 16. 


CUSTODIANS. See Habeas Corpus; Jurisdiction, 4. 


DAMAGES. See also Constitutional Law, VI, 1-3; Labor-Man- 
agement Reporting and Disclosure Act, 1-2; Libel, 1-2; Pro- 
cedure, 12; Public Officials; Releases; Statute of Limitations. 

Antitrust suit—Statute of limitations—Plaintiff in antitrust suit 
may recover damages occurring within the statutory limitation 
period that are the result of conduct occurring prior thereto if, at 
the time of the conduct, those damages were speculative, uncertain, 
or otherwise incapable of proof. Zenith Radio Corp. v. Hazeltine 

Research, p. 321. 


DAMAGE SUITS. See Constitutional Law, V. 
DEATH. See Procedure, 5. 

DEBTOR AND CREDITORS. See Bankruptcy Act. 
DEBTOR IN POSSESSION. See Bankruptcy Act. 


DECEDENTS’ ESTATES. See also Constitutional Law, II, 1. 


Intestate succession in Louisiana—lIllegitimate children—Equal 
protection of the laws—Louisiana statutory intestate succession 
scheme is within the State’s power to establish rules for the protec- 
tion and strengthening of family life and for disposition of property, 
and in view of various statutory alternatives did not constitute an 
insurmountable barrier to illegitimate children. Labine v. Vincent, 
p. 532. 


DECLARATORY JUDGMENTS. See also Injunctions, 2, 4; Pro- 
cedure, 6, 10. 


Federal-state relations—State criminal prosecution—Same prin- 
ciples that govern propriety of federal injunctions of state criminal 
proceedings govern issuance of federal declaratory judgments in 
connection with such proceedings, and appellants here should have 
been denied declaratory relief without consideration of the merits of 
their constitutional claims. Samuels v. Mackell, p. 66. 


DECLINATION OF JURISDICTION. See Jurisdiction, 7. 
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DEFAMATORY PUBLICATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 
1-3; Libel, 1-2; Public Officials. 

DEFENSES. See Damages; Procedure, 12; Releases; Statute of 
Limitations. 

DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY. See National Labor Relations 
Act. 

DENIAL OF COUNSEL. See Criminal Appeals Act, 1-2. 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION ACT. See Administra- 
tive Procedure, 1-3. 


DESCENT AND DISTRIBUTION. See Constitutional Law, a. 2 
Decedents’ Estates. 


DESTRUCTION OF BUSINESS. See Procedure, 2. 


DIRECT APPEALS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 3; Procedure, 
15. 


DIRECT REVIEW. See Procedure, 5. 


DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS. See Labor-Management Re- 
porting and Disclosure Act, 1-2. 


DISCRETION. See Administrative Procedure, 1-3; Damages; 
Jurisdiction, 7; Procedure, 12; Releases; Statute of Limita- 
tions. 


DISCRIMINATION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2; Consti- 
tutional Law, II, 1; Decedents’ Estates. 


DISSENSION IN UNION. See Labor-Management Reporting and 
Disclosure Act, 1-2. 


DISTRIBUTORS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Libel, 1. 


DISTRICT COURTS. See Habeas Corpus; Jurisdiction, 1, 4; 
Labor-Management Reporting and Disclosure Act, 1-2; Pro- 
cedure, 11. 


DIVORCE. See also Constitutional Law, I, 2; Indigents, 1. 
Inability to pay court fees and costs—Due process—In view of 
basic position of marriage in our society and state monopolization of 
means for dissolving that relationship, due process prohibits Con- 
necticut from denying, solely because of inability to pay court fees 
and costs, access to its courts to indigents who, in good faith, seek 
judicial dissolution of their marriage. Boddie v. Connecticut, p. 371. 


DOUBLE-RENT BONDS. See Procedure, 3. 
DRAFT BOARDS. See Criminal Appeals Act, 1-2. 
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DRUGS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2-5; Evidence, 1; Juris- 
diction, 5; Procedure, 7, 13-15. 

DUAL CITIZENSHIP. See Citizenship; Constitutional Law, IV. 

DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, I; VIII, 3; Decedents’ 
Estates; Declaratory Judgments; Divorce; Indigents, 1; In- 
junctions, 2; National Firearms Act, 1-2; Procedure, 6. 

EAGLE RIVER. See Jurisdiction, 9; Water Rights, 2. 

EAVESDROPPING. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2; Proce- 
dure, 7. 

EDUCATIONAL TAXES. See Abstention; Procedure, 1, 19. 

ELECTRONIC EAVESDROPPING. See Constitutional Law, VII, 
2; Procedure, 7. 

EL PASO. See Public Schools. 

EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 
1-2; National Labor Relations Act. 

EMPLOYERS. See Antitrust Acts; Evidence, 2; Jurisdiction, 6; 
Labor Unions. 

EMPLOYMENT QUALIFICATIONS. See Civil Rights Act of 
1964, 1-2. 


ENJOINING STATE PROSECUTIONS. See Declaratory Judg- 
ments; Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 1-4; Jurisdic- 
tion, 3; Procedure, 6, 8-10. 


ENLISTMENT CONTRACTS. See Habeas Corpus; Jurisdic- 
tion, 4. 


EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION. See 
Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2. 

EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Abstention; Con- 
stitutional Law, II; Decedents’ Estates; Declaratory Judg- 
ments; Indigents, 1-2; Injunctions, 2; Procedure, 6; Punish- 
ment. 

EQUITABLE RELIEF. See Declaratory Judgments; Federal- 
State Relations; Injunctions, 1-4; Jurisdiction, 3; Procedure, 
6, 8-10. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF RELIGION CLAUSE. See Constitutional 
Law, III, 2-3; Selective Service Act. 


EVASION OF TAXES. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; Pro- 
cedure, 17. 


EVICTIONS. See Procedure, 3. 
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EVIDENCE. See also Administrative Procedure, 1-3; Antitrust 
Acts; Arrests; Constitutional Law, VII, 1; Damages; Juris- 
diction, 6; Labor Unions; Procedure, 4, 12-13; Releases; Stat- 
ute of Limitations. 

1. No Miranda warnings—Impeachment—Admissibility of state- 
ment.—Statement inadmissible against defendant in prosecution’s 
case in chief because of lack of procedural safeguards required by 
Miranda vy. Arizona, 384 U. S. 436, may, if its trustworthiness 
satisfies legal standards, be used for impeachment purposes to attack 
credibility of defendant’s trial testimony. Harris v. New York, 
p. 222. 

2. Preponderance-of-evidence standard—Antitrust action against 
labor union—Clear proof—Ordinary preponderance-of-evidence 
standard is applicable in civil antitrust actions against labor unions 
except with respect to proving authority of individual members, 
officers, or agents of union to perform on behalf of union the acts 
complained of, where the “clear proof” standard applies. Ramsey 
v. Mine Workers, p. 302. 


EXAMINATIONS. See Attorneys, 2-3; Constitutional Law, 
III, 1. 


EXEMPTIONS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-3; Antitrust 
Acts; Banks; Constitutional Law, III, 2-3; Evidence, 2; Juris- 
diction, 6; Labor Unions; Selective Service Act; Standing to 
Sue. 


EXERCISE OF JURISDICTION. See Jurisdiction, 7. 
EXORBITANT BAIL. See Injunctions, 4; Procedure, 10. 


EXPRESS AGREEMENTS. See Antitrust Acts; Evidence, 2; 
Jurisdiction, 6; Labor Unions. 


EXPULSION FROM UNION. See Labor-Management Reporting 
and Disclosure Act, 1-2. 


FAIRNESS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3; Selective Service 
Act. 


FALSE STORIES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2; Libel, 1; Pub- 
lic Officials. 


FALSIFICATION. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3; Libel, 2. 
FATHERS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Decedents’ Estates. 


‘‘PFEASIBLE AND PRUDENT’’ ALTERNATIVE. See Admin- 
istrative Procedure, 1-3. 


FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAY ACT OF 1968. See Administrative 
Procedure, 1-3. 
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FEDERAL CRIMES. See Gambling; Travel Act. 


FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT. See Constitutional 
Law, V. 


FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATOR. See Administrative 
Procedure, 1-3. 


FEDERAL PRISONERS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 3; Pro- 
cedure, 15. 


FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See also Abstention; Declara- 
tory Judgments; Gambling; Injunctions, 1-4; Jurisdiction, 
3, 7-9; Procedure, 1, 6, 8-10, 19; Public Schools; Travel Act; 
Water Rights, 1-2. 

Enjoining state criminal prosecution—Irreparable injury —Federal 
courts will not enjoin pending state criminal prosecutions except 
under extraordinary circumstances where danger of irreparable loss 
is both great and immediate in that there is a threat to plaintiff’s 
federally protected rights that cannot be eliminated by his defense 
against a single prosecution. Younger v. Harris, p. 37; Samuels v. 
Mackell, p. 66; Dyson v. Stein, p. 200. 


FEES. See Constitutional Law, V. 


FEES AND COSTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Divorce; Indi- 
gents, 1. 


FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Attorneys, 1-4; Constitutional Law, 
I, 1; III, 1; VII, 45; VIII, 3; Forfeitures, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 
5; National Firearms Act, 1-2; Procedure, 14. 


FILMS. See Injunctions, 3; Procedure, 8. 
FINANCING EDUCATION. See Abstention; Procedure, 1, 19. 
FINDINGS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-3. 


FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS. See Damages; Procedure, 12; 
Releases; Statute of Limitations. 


FINES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Indigents, 2; Punishment. 

FINGERPRINTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; VIII, 3; National 
Firearms Act, 1-2. 

FIREARMS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; VIII, 3; National 
Firearms Act, 1-2. 

FIRST AMENDMENT. See Attorneys, 1-4; Constitutional Law, 
III; V-VI; Declaratory Judgments; Federal-State Relations; 


Injunctions, 1-4; Jurisdiction, 3; Libel, 1-2; Procedure, 6, 8- 
10; Public Officials; Selective Service Act. 
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FITNESS FOR OFFICE. 
1; Public Officials. 


FLORIDA. See Abstention; Constitutional Law, VI, 2; Gambling; 
Libel, 1; Procedure, 1, 19; Public Officials; Travel Act. 
FOREIGN-BORN CITIZENS. See Citizenship; Constitutional 

Law, IV. 


FORFEITURES. See also Constitutional Law, VIII, 1; Pro- 
cedure, 16. 


See Constitutional Law, VI, 1-2; Libel, 





1. Retroactivity—Gambling tar—Self-incrimination—Decisions in 
Marchetti v. United States, 390 U. S. 39, and Grosso v. United 
States, 390 U.S. 62, which held that gamblers had the Fifth Amend- 
ment right to remain silent despite the statutory requirement that 
they submit reports which could incriminate them, have retroactive 
effect in a forfeiture proceeding under 26 U. S. C. § 7302. United 
States v. U. S. Coin and Currency, p. 715. 

2. Self-incrimination—Gambling taxes—The Fifth Amendment 
privilege may properly be invoked here since the forfeiture statutes, 
when viewed in their entirety, are intended to penalize only persons 
significantly involved in a crimina! enterprise. United States v. 
U. S. Coin & Currency, p. 715. 

FORMAL FINDINGS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-3. 


FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Abstention; Arrests; At- 
torneys, 1-4; Citizenship; Constitutional Law, I-II; III, 1; 
IV-V; VI, 1-2; VII, 1, +5; Decedents’ Estates; Declaratory 
Judgments; Divorce; Evidence, 1; Federal-State Relations; 
Indigents, 1-3; Injunctions, 1-4; Jurisdiction, 1, 3, 5; Libel, 
1; Procedure, 1, 4, 6, 8-11, 13-14, 18-19; Punishment. 

FOURTH AMENDMENT. See Arrests; Constitutional Law, VII: 
Jurisdiction, 5; Procedure, 4, 7, 14-15. 


FREEDOM OF ASSEMBLY. See Declaratory Judgments; In- 
junctions, 2; Procedure, 6. 


FREEDOM OF ASSOCIATION. See Attorneys, 1-4; Constitu- 
tional Law, III, 1; V. 

FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION. See Declaratory Judgments; Fed- 
eral-State Relations; Injunctions, 1-3; Jurisdiction, 3; Pro- 
cedure, 6, 8-9. 

FREEDOM OF SPEECH. Sce Attorneys, 1-4; Constitutional 
Law, III, 1. 

FREEDOM OF THE PRESS. See Constitutional Law, VI; Juris- 

diction, 1; Libel, 1-2; Procedure, 11; Public Officials. 
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FREE EXERCISE CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3; 
Selective Service Act. 


FULL AND FAIR HEARINGS. See Labor-Management Report- 
ing and Disclosure Act, 1-2. 


FUNDS. See Banks; Standing to Sue. 

FUTURE INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; VIII, 
3; National Firearms Act, 1-2. 

GAMBLING. See also Travel Act. 

Travel Act—Out-of-state bettors—Conducting a gambling opera- 
tion frequented by out-of-state bettors does not, without more, con- 
stitute a violation of 18 U. S. C. § 1952, the Travel Act. Rewis v. 
United States, p. 808. 

GAMBLING INCOME. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; Pro- 
cedure, 17. 

GAMBLING TAXES. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1; Forfeit- 
ures, 1-2; Procedure, 16. 


GENERAL VERDICTS. See Labor-Management Reporting and 
Disclosure Act, 1-2. 


GEORGIA. See Gambling; Habeas Corpus; Indigents, 3; Juris- 
diction, 4; Procedure, 18; Travel Act. 


GLASS-STEAGALL BANKING ACT OF 1933. See Banks; 
Standing to Sue. 

GOOD FAITH. See Attorneys, 1-4; Constitutional Law, I, 2; 
III, 1; VII, 4-5; Divorce; Indigents, 1; Jurisdiction, 5; Pro- 
cedure, 14. 


GOOD-FAITH PROSECUTIONS. See Declaratory Judgments; 
Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 3; 
Procedure, 9. 


GOVERNMENT AGENTS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2: Pro- 
cedure, 7. 


GOVERNMENT’S WATER RIGHTS. See Jurisdiction, 8-9; 
Water Rights, 1-2. 


GRENADES. See Constitutional Law, I, 1: VIII, 3: National 
Firearms Act, 1-2. 


GROUP ACTIVITIES. See Constitutional Law, V. 
GUIDELINES. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2. 


GUNS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 4-5; Jurisdiction, 5: Pro- 
cedure, 14. 
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HABEAS CORPUS. See also Arrests; Constitutional Law, VII, 
1; Indigents, 3; Jurisdiction, 4; Procedure, 4, 18. 

Jurisdiction—Custodian of serviceman—Residence.—District Court 
did not have jurisdiction to entertain habeas corpus application by 
Air Force enlisted man in Arizona on temporary duty orders, as no 
custodian, neither the commanding officer at Moody Air Force Base 
in Georgia nor anyone in chain of command, was a resident of 
Arizona. Schlanger v. Seamans, p. 487. 


HABITUAL CRIMINALS. See Arrests; Constitutional Law, VII, 
1; Procedure, 4. 


HAIR LENGTH. See Public Schools. 


HAND GRENADES. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; VIII, 3; Na- 
tional Firearms Act, 1-2. 


HARASSMENT. See Declaratory Judgments; Federal-State Re- 
lations; Injunctions, 1-2, 4; Jurisdiction, 3; Procedure, 6, 
9-10. 


HEARINGS. See Abstention; Labor-Management Reporting and 
Disclosure Act, 1-2; Procedure, 19. 


HEROIN. See Constitutional Law, VII, 3; Evidence, 1; Pro- 
cedure, 13, 15. 


HIGH SCHOOL DIPLOMAS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2. 
HIGHWAYS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-3. 


IDENTITY. See Constitutional Law, VII, 4-5; Jurisdiction, 5; 
Procedure, 14. 


ILLEGITIMATE CHILDREN. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; De- 
cedents’ Estates. 


ILLINOIS. See Injunctions, 4; Procedure, 10. 


IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT OF 1952. See Giti- 
zenship; Constitutional Law, IV. 


IMPEACHMENT. See Evidence, 1; Procedure, 13. 


IMPLIED AGREEMENTS. See Antitrust Acts; Evidence, 2; 
Jurisdiction, 6; Labor Unions. 


IMPRISONMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 2: Indigents, 2: 
Punishment. 


INADMISSIBLE EVIDENCE. See Evidence, 1: Procedure, 13. 


INCIDENT TO ARREST. See Arrests; Constitutional Law, VII, 
1, 3-5; Jurisdiction, 5; Procedure, 4, 14-15. 
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INCOME TAXES. See Bankruptcy Act; Constitutional Law, 
VIII, 2; Procedure, 17. 


INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; VIII, 3; Na- 
tional Firearms Act, 1-2. 


INDIGENTS. See also Constitutional Law, I, 2; Divorce; Pro- 
cedure, 18; Punishment. 

1. Divorce proceedings—Inability to pay court fees and costs— 
Due process—In view of basic position of marriage in our society 
and state monopolization of means for dissolving that relationship, 
due process prohibits Connecticut from denying, solely because of 
inability to pay court fees and costs, access to its courts to indigents 
who, in good faith, seek judicial dissolution of their marriage. Bod- 
die v. Connecticut, p. 371. 

2. Nonpayment of traffic fines—Imprisonment—Equal protection 
of the laws —It is a denial of equal protection to limit punishment 
to payment of a fine for those who are able to pay it but to convert 
the fine to imprisonment for those who are unable to pay it. Tate 
v. Short, p. 395. 

3. Right to counsel—Retroactivity—On this record petitioner 
proved he was without counsel due to indigency at time of his con- 
viction, and accordingly he is entitled to relief as Gideon v. Wain- 
wright, 372 U.S. 335, is fully retroactive. Kitchens v. Smith, p. 847. 


INDUCTION. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3; Criminal Ap- 
peals Act, 1-2; Selective Service Act. 


INDUSTRIAL WASTE. See Jurisdiction, 7. 
INFORMERS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2; Procedure, 7. 


INFORMER’S TIP. See Arrests; Constitutional Law, VII, 1; 
Procedure, 4. 


INFRINGEMENT SUITS. See Damages; Procedure, 12; Re- 
leases; Statute of Limitations. 


INHERITANCE. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Decedents’ Es- 
tates. 


INJUNCTIONS. See also Constitutional Law, V; Declaratory 
Judgments; Federal-State Relations; Jurisdiction, 3; Pro- 
cedure, 6, 8-10; Public Schools; Stay. 

1. Enjoining state criminal prosecutions—F ederal-state relations— 
Irreparable injury—Federal courts will not enjoin pending state 
criminal prosecutions except under extraordinary circumstances 
where danger of irreparable loss is both great and immediate in 
that there is a threat to plaintiff’s federally protected rights that 
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INJUNCTIONS—Continued. 
cannot be eliminated by his defense against a single prosecution. 
Younger v. Harris, p. 37; Samuels v. Mackell, p. 66; Dyson v. Stein, 
p. 200. 

2. Enjoining state criminal prosecutions—Irreparable injury — 
Since there was no showing that appellants have suffered or will 
suffer great and immediate irreparable injury by virtue of their 
being prosecuted in state courts, where they can make their constitu- 
tional contentions, there is no basis for federal injunctive relief. 
Samuels v. Mackell, p. 66; Dyson v. Stein, p. 200. 














3. Federal-state relations—Enjoining state criminal prosecution— 
Obscene film—District Court made no finding that threat to appel- 
lees’ federally protected rights “[could] not be eliminated by [their] 
defense against a single criminal prosecution,” to meet the great and 
immediate irreparable injury requirement before a federal injunction 
of state criminal proceedings can properly issue. Judgment there- 
fore vacated and case remanded. Byrne v. Karalexis, p. 216. 


: 


4. Irreparable injury—Federal-state relations—Declaratory judg- 
ments.—Since no appellee suffered, or was threatened with great 
and immediate irreparable injury and the future application of the 
statute was merely speculative, the District Court was not warranted 
in interfering with state law enforcement by issuance of an injunc- 
tion or declaratory judgment. Boyle v. Landry, p. 77. 
INJURED WORKERS. See Constitutional Law, V. 


INJURY. See Damages; Procedure, 12; Releases; Statute of 
Limitations. 

INSTRUCTIONS TO JURY. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1-2; 
Libel, 1; Public Officials. 


INSTRUCTORS. See Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 1; 
Jurisdiction, 3; Procedure, 9. 


INTELLIGENCE TESTS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2. 


INTENT. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; VIII, 3; National Fire- 
arms Act, 1-2. 


INTERNAL REVENUE LAWS. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1; 
Forfeitures, 1-2; Procedure, 16. 


INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE. See Constitutional Law, 
VIII, 2; Procedure, 17. 


INTERPRETIVE ARTICLE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3; 
Libel, 2. 


INTERSTATE HIGHWAYS. See Administrative Procedure, 
1-3. 





| 
| 
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INTERSTATE TRAVEL. See Gambling; Travel Act. 
INTERVENING LEGISLATION. See Procedure, 3. 


INTESTATE SUCCESSION. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; De- 
cedents’ Estates. 


INTIMIDATION. See Injunctions, 4; Procedure, 10. 

INVESTMENT COMPANIES. See Banks; Standing to Sue. 

INVESTMENT COMPANY ACT OF 1940. See Banks; Standing 
to Sue. 

IRREPARABLE INJURY. See Declaratory Judgments; Federal- 
State Relations; Injunctions, 1-4; Jurisdiction, 3; Procedure, 
6, 8-10. 

ISSUING MAGISTRATES. See Arrests; Constitutional Law, 
VII, 1; Procedure, 4. 

ITALY. See Citizenship; Constitutional Law, IV. 


JAIL SENTENCES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Indigents, 2; 
Punishment. 


JOB PERFORMANCE. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2. 


JOB REFERRALS. See Labor-Management Reporting and Dis- 
closure Act, 1-2. 


JOINDER OF UNITED STATES. See Jurisdiction, 8-9; Water 
Rights, 1-2. 

JUDGES. See Damages; Procedure, 12; Releases; Statute of 
Limitations. 

JUDGMENTS. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 11. 


JUDICIAL REVIEW. See Administrative Procedure, 1-3; Labor- 
Management Reporting and Disclosure Act, 1-2. 

JURIES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1-3; Libel, 1-2; Public 
Officials. 

JURISDICTION. See also Antitrust Acts; Constitutional Law, 
VII, 4-5; Gourts-Martial; Criminal Appeals Act, 1-2; Evi- 
dence, 2; Federal-State Relations; Habeas Corpus; Injunc- 
tions, 1; Labor-Management Reporting and Disclosure Act, 
1-2; Labor Unions; Procedure, 9, 11, 14; Water Rights, 1-2. 

1. Appeals—Ordinances—Procedure——This Court has no jurisdic- 
tion to review on direct appeal the validity of the order declaring 
local ordinance invalid, since it was a decision of a single federal 
judge and as such was appealable only to the Court of Appeals. 

Perez v. Ledesma, p. 82. 

2. Crime on military base—Service connected—Court-martial — 

An offense committed by a serviceman on a military post that vio- 
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JURISDICTION—Continued. 


lates the security of a person or of property there is service con- 
nected and may be tried by a court-martial. Relford v. U. S. 
Disciplinary Commandant, p. 355. 


3. Criminal prosecution — Injunctions — Speculative fears— No 
basis for equitable jurisdiction on allegations of appellees who have 
not been indicted, arrested, or threatened with prosecution, and the 
normal course of a state criminal prosecution cannot be blocked on 
basis of fears of prosecution that are merely speculative. Younger 
v. Harris, p. 37. 

4. Habeas corpus—Residence—Custodian of serviceman.—District 
Court did not have jurisdiction to entertain habeas corpus applica- 
tion by Air Force enlisted man in Arizona on temporary duty 
orders, as no custodian, neither the commanding officer at Moody 
Air Force Base in Georgia nor anyone in chain of command, was a 
resident of Arizona. Schlanger v. Seamans, p. 487. 

5. Supreme Court—Admissibility of evidence—Not raised below— 
Since Hill’s argument that admission into evidence of pages of his 
diary violated his Fifth Amendment rights was not raised below, 
it is not properly before this Court. Hill v. California, p. 797. 


6. Supreme Court—Argument not made below——This Court can- 
not properly consider petitioners’ argument about the construction 
of the Protective Wage Clause since it is not clear if the conten- 
tion was made below, and whether, in any event, the record supports 
it. Ramsey v. Mine Workers, p. 302. 

7. Supreme Court—Declination of original jurisdiction—Water 
pollution—Supreme Court declines to exercise its original jurisdic- 
tion in suit by Ohio against chemical companies for polluting Lake 
Erie since issues are bottomed on local law that Ohio courts are 
competent to consider; several national and international bodies are 
actively concerned with problems involved here; and nature of case 
requires resolution of complex, novel and technical factual questions 
that do not implicate important problems of federal law, which are 
the primary responsibility of the Court. Ohio v. Wyandotte Chemi- 
cals Corp., p. 493. 


8. Water rights—Colorado courts—Reserved rights of United 
States—State court has jurisdiction to adjudicate the reserved 
water rights of the United States. U.S. v. District Court for 
Water Div. No. 5, p. 527. 


9. Water rights—Government’s reserved rights—Joinder of United 
States—Section 666 (a) of Title 43 U. S. C. is an all-inclusive 
provision subjecting to general adjudication in state proceedings 
all rights of the United States to water within a State’s jurisdiction 
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regardless of how they were acquired. Any conflict between adjudi- 
cated rights and reserved rights of the United States, if preserved 
in the state proceeding, can ultimately be reviewed in this Court. 
U. S. v. District Court for Eagle County, p. 520. 


JURY SELECTION. See Declaratory Judgments; Injunctions, 2; 
Procedure, 6. 


JUSTIFICATION. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Libel, 1. 

KIDNAPING. See Courts-Martial; Jurisdiction, 2. 

KNOWING FALSEHOOD. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1-3; 
Libel, 1-2; Public Officials. 

LABOR. See Labor-Management Reporting and Disclosure Act, 
1-2; National Labor Relations Act. 

LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT. See Procedure, 2. 

LABOR-MANAGEMENT REPORTING AND DISCLOSURE ACT. 

1. Jurisdiction of District Court—Pre-emption by National Labor 
Relations Board—Damages for expulsion of union member.—This 
action was within competence of District Court, as issues here are 
whether respondent was denied rights guaranteed him by § 101 
(a)(5), and, if so, his consequent entitlement to damages for that 
denial, questions that are irrelevant to the legality of conduct under 
the National Labor Relations Act. Boilermakers v. Hardeman, 
p. 233. 

2. Union disciplinary action—Expulsion of member—“Full and 
fair hearing.”—Section 101 (a)(5) does not empower the courts to 
determine what conduct may warrant disciplinary action by a union 
against its members. Statutory “full and fair hearing” requires that 
charging party provide some evidence at the hearing to support the 
charges, and here there was sufficient evidence to support finding 
that respondent assaulted the union’s business manager as charged. 
Boilermakers v. Hardeman, p. 233. 


LABOR UNIONS. See also Antitrust Acts; Evidence, 2; Juris- 
diction, 6; Procedure, 2. 

Wage agreements—Multi-employer bargaining units—Antitrust 
exemption—Mine Workers v. Pennington, 381 U. 8S. 657, is re- 
affirmed both with respect to holding (1) that union may make wage 
agreements with multi-employer bargaining unit and in pursuit of 
own self-interests seek to secure same terms from other employers, 
and (2) that antitrust exemption is forfeited if union agrees with 
employer group to impose certain wage scale on other bargaining 
units, thus joining conspiracy to limit competition. Ramsey v. 
Mine Workers, p. 302. 
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LAKE ERIE. See Jurisdiction, 7. 
LANDLORD AND TENANTS. See Procedure, 3. 

LAW STUDENTS. See Attorneys, 1-4; Constitutional Law, III, 1. 
LAWYERS. See Attorneys, 1-4; Constitutional Law, III, 1. 
LEGAL SERVICES. See Constitutional Law, V. 
LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM. See Abstention; Procedure, 1, 19. 


LEGITIMATION. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Decedents’ 
Estates. 


LENGTH OF HAIR. See Public Schools. 


LIBEL. See also Constitutional Law, VI, 1-3; Public Officials. 


1. Charge of criminal conduct—Political candidate—Freedom of 
the press—Charge of criminal conduct, no matter how remote in 
time or place, can never be irrelevant to an official’s or a candi- 
date’s fitness for purpose of applying the “knowing falsehood or 
reckless disregard” rule of New York Times Co. v. Sullivan, 376 
U. S. 254. Monitor Patriot Co. v. Roy, p. 265; Ocala Star-Banner 
Co. v. Damron, p. 295. 

2. Magazine article—Interpretation of Civil Rights Commission 
report—Chicago policeman —Magazine’s omission of word “alleged”’ 
amounted to adoption of one of several rational interpretations of 
Civil Rights Commission report bristling with ambiguities, and 
while the choice might reflect misconception, it was not enough to 
create jury issue of “malice” under rule of New York Times Co. v. 
Sullivan, 376 U. S. 254, as it would impose stricter standard of 
liability on errors of interpretation than on errors of historic fact. 
Time, Inc. v. Pape, p. 279. 


LIBELOUS PER SE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2; Libel, 1; 
Public Officials. 


LIMITATION OF ACTIONS. See Procedure, 2 

LOCAL TAXES. See Abstention; Procedure, 1, 19. 

LOSS OF CITIZENSHIP. See Citizenship; Constitutional Law, 
IV. 

LOTTERIES. See Gambling; Travel Act. 


LOUISIANA. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Decedents’ Estates; 
Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 11. 


LOYALTY. See Attorneys, 1-4; Constitutional Law, III, 1. 


MAGAZINES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3; Jurisdiction, 1; 
Libel, 2; Procedure, 11. 








| 
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MAGISTRATES. Sce Arrests; Constitutional Law, VII, 1; Pro- 
cedure, 4. 


MALICE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1-3; Libel, 1-2; Public 
Officials. 


MARKED BILLS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 3; Procedure, 15. 
MARRIAGE. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Divorce; Indigents, 1. 
MASSACHUSETTS. See Injunctions, 3; Procedure, 8. 


MAYORS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2; Libel, 1; Public Of- 
ficials. 


MEMPHIS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-3. 
MERCURY POLLUTION. See Jurisdiction, 7. 
MICHIGAN. See Jurisdiction, 7. 

MICHIGAN BAR. See Constitutional Law, V. 


MILITARY CONSCRIPTION. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3; 
Selective Service Act. 


MILITARY PERSONNEL. See Courts-Martial; Jurisdiction, 2. 


MILITARY RESERVATION. See Courts-Martial; Jurisdic- 
tion, 2. 


MILITARY SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT OF 1967. See Con- 
stitutional Law, III, 2-3; Criminal Appeals Act, 1-2; Selec- 
tive Service Act. 


MILITARY SERVICE. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3; Selec- 
tive Service Act. 


MILLAGE ROLLBACK LAW. See Abstention; Procedure, 1, 19. 


MINES. See Antitrust Acts; Evidence, 2; Jurisdiction, 6; Labor 
Unions. 


MINE WORKERS. See Procedure, 2. 

MIRANDA WARNINGS. See Evidence, 1; Procedure, 13. 

MISTAKEN IDENTITY. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2; VII, 
4-5; Jurisdiction, 5; Libel, 1; Procedure, 14; Public Officials. 

MOB-ACTION STATUTE. See Injunctions, 4; Procedure, 10. 


MONETARY OBLIGATIONS. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 2; 
Indigents, 2; Punishment. 


MONEY. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1; Forfeitures, 1-2: Pro- 
cedure, 16. 
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MONTHLY ADJUDICATIONS. See Jurisdiction, 8; Water 
Rights, 1. 


MOODY AIR FORCE BASE. See Habeas Corpus; Jurisdiction, 4. 
MOOTNESS. See Procedure, 5, 20. 

MOTION PICTURES. See Injunctions, 3; Procedure, 8. 
MOTIONS IN BAR. See Criminal Appeals Act, 1-2. 

MOTION TO VACATE STAY. See Public Schools. 


MULTI-EMPLOYER BARGAINING UNITS. See Antitrust Acts; 
Evidence, 2; Jurisdiction, 6; Labor Unions. 


MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES. See Injunctions, 4; Jurisdiction, 
1; Procedure, 10-11. 


MUTUAL FUNDS. See Banks; Standing to Sue. 


NARCOTICS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2-5; Procedure, 7, 
14-15. 


NATIONAL BANKS. See Banks; Standing to Sue. 
NATIONAL BASKETBALL ASSOCIATION. See Stay. 


NATIONAL BITUMINOUS COAL WAGE AGREEMENT. See 
Antitrust Acts; Evidence, 2; Jurisdiction, 6; Labor Unions. 


NATIONAL FIREARMS ACT. See also Constitutional Law, I, 1; 
VIII, 3. 

1. Amended statute—Intent—Due process—The amended Act’s 
prohibition against a person’s “receiv[ing] or possess[ing] a firearm 
which is not registered to him,” requires no specific intent and the 
absence of such a requirement in this essentially regulatory statute 
in the area of public safety does not violate due process require- 
ments either as respects the substantive count or the conspiracy 
count. United States v. Freed, p. 601. 

2. Amended  statute—Self-incrimination—The scheme of the 
amended Act, which significantly alters the scheme presented in 
Haynes v. United States, 390 U.S. 85, does not involve any vio’.- 
tion of the Self-Incrimination Clause of the Fifth Amendment. The 
amended Act fully protects a person against incrimination for past 
or present violations and creates no substantial hazards of future 
incrimination. United States v. Freed, p. 601. 


NATIONALITY. See Citizenship; Constitutional Law, IV. 
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NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT. 


Delegation of authority—Regional directors—Representation pro- 
ceedings —Under § 3 (b) of the Act the NLRB is permitted to dele- 
gate to the regional director its authority to determine the appro- 
priate bargaining unit, and plenary review by the NLRB of such 
determination is not mandatory. Magnesium Casting Co. v. NLRB, 
p. 137. 


NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD. See Labor-Manage- 
ment Reporting and Disclosure Act, 1-2. 


NATURAL CHILDREN. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Dece- 
dents’ Estates. 


NEGROES. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2; Injunctions, 4; 
Procedure, 10. 


NET-WORTH METHOD. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; Pro- 
cedure, 17. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1-2; Libel, 1. 


NEWSPAPERS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1-2; Injunctions, 
1-2; Libel, 1; Procedure, 9; Public Officials. 


NEW YORK. See Attorneys, 2-4; Constitutional Law, III, 1; 
Declaratory Judgments; Evidence, 1; Injunctions, 2; Pro- 
cedure, 6, 13. 


NON-MILITARY OFFENSES. See Courts-Martial; Jurisdic- 
tion, 2. 


NONPAYMENT OF FINES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; In- 
digents, 2; Punishment. 


NORRIS-LaGUARDIA ACT. See Antitrust Acts; Evidence, 2: 
Jurisdiction, 6; Labor Unions. 


NUISANCES. See Jurisdiction, 7. 
OATHS. See Attorneys, 1-4; Constitutional Law, III, 1. 


OBSCENITY. See Injunctions, 3; Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 
8, 11. 


OCALA, FLORIDA. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2; Libel, 1; 
Public Officials. 


OFFENSES. See Courts-Martial; Jurisdiction, 2. 


OFFICIAL CONDUCT. Sce Constitutional Law, VI, 1-3; Libel, 
1-2; Public Officials. 


OHIO. See Attorneys, 4; Jurisdiction, 7. 
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OPEN-END INVESTMENT COMPANIES. See Banks; Stand- 
ing to Sue. 


ORDERS. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 11. 


ORDINANCES. See Injunctions, 4; Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 
10-11. 


ORGANIZATIONAL MEMBERSHIPS. See Attorneys, 1-4; Con- 
stitutional Law, III, 1. 


ORIGINAL JURISDICTION. See Jurisdiction, 7. 
OUT-OF-STATE BETTORS. See Gambling; Travel Act. 


OVERBREADTH. See Attorneys, 1-4; Constitutional Law, III, 1; 
Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 1, 4; Jurisdiction, 3; 
Procedure, 9-10. 


OVERTON PARK. See Administrative Procedure, 1-3. 
PARENTAGE. See Citizenship; Constitutional Law, IV. 
PARENTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Decedents’ Estates. 
PARISH ORDINANCES. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 11. 
PARKS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-3. 


PARTICIPATION IN WAR. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3; 
Selective Service Act. 


PARTICULAR WARS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3; Se- 
lective Service Act. 


PARTIES. See Damages; Procedure, 12; Releases; Statute of 
Limitations. 


PASSPORTS. See Citizenship; Constitutional Law, IV. 


PATENT INFRINGEMENT. See Damages; Procedure, 12: Re- 
leases; Statute of Limitations. 


PATENT POOLS. See Damages; Procedure, 12: Releases; Stat- 
ute of Limitations. 


PAUPERS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; II, 2; Divorce; Indi- 
gents, 1-3; Procedure, 18; Punishment. 


PERJURY. See Attorneys, 1, 4; Constitutional Law, VI, 2; 
Libel, 1; Public Officials. 


PERSONAL APPEARANCES. Sce Criminal Appeals Act, 1-2. 
PERSONNEL TESTING. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2. 
PETITIONS FOR CERTIORARI. See Procedure, 5, 20. 
PETITIONS FOR REHEARING. See Procedure, 5, 20. 
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PHOTOGRAPHS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; VIII, 3; Na- 
tional Firearms Act, 1-2. 


PLAYER DRAFT RULES. See Stay. 
PLAYOFF GAMES. See Stay. 
PLENARY REVIEW. See National Labor Relations Act. 


POLICE. See Constitutional Law, VII, 4-5; Jurisdiction, 5; Pro- 
cedure, 14. 


POLICE OFFICERS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3; Libel, 2. 


POLICE RADIO BULLETINS. See Arrests; Constitutional Law, 
VII, 1; Procedure, 4. 


POLITICAL BELIEFS. See Attorneys, 1, 4; Federal-State Rela- 
tions; Injunctions, 1; Jurisdiction, 3; Procedure, 9. 


POLITICAL CANDIDATES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1-2; 
Libel, 1. 


POLLUTION. See Jurisdiction, 7. 


POOR PERSONS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; II, 2; Divorce; 
Indigents, 1-3; Procedure, 3, 18; Punishment. 


PORNOGRAPHY. See Injunctions, 3; Jurisdiction, 1; Proce- 
dure, 9, 11. 


POSSESSION OF FIREARMS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; 
VIII, 3; National Firearms Act, 1-2. 


POSTING OF BONDS. See Procedure, 3. 


POVERTY. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; II, 2; Divorce; Indi- 
gents, 1-3; Procedure, 3, 18; Punishment. 

POWER GENERATING STATION. See Civil Rights Act of 
1964, 1-2. 


PRACTICE OF LAW. See Attorneys, 1-4; Constitutional Law, 
mu, 1. 


PRE-EMPTION. See Declaratory Judgments; Injunctions, 2, 4; 


Labor-Management Reporting and Disclosure Act, 1-2; Pro- 
cedure, 6, 10. 


PREPONDERANCE OF EVIDENCE. See Antitrust Acts; Evi- 
dence, 2; Jurisdiction, 6; Labor Unions. 


PRIMARY ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1-2; 
Libel, 1. 


PRIORITIES. See Bankruptcy Act. 
PRISONERS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 3; Procedure, 15. 
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PRIVACY OF APPLICANTS. See Attorneys, 1-4; Constitutional 
Law, III, 1. 


PRIVATE CONDUCT. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Libel, 1. 


PROBABLE CAUSE. See Arrests; Constitutional Law, VII, 1, 
4-5; Injunctions, 4; Jurisdiction, 5; Procedure, 10, 14. 


PROCEDURE. See also Abstention; Administrative Procedure, 
1-3; Antitrust Acts; Constitutional Law, I, 2; II, 2; VII, 
1-5; VIII, 1-2; Criminal Appeals Act, 1-2; Damages; Declara- 
tory Judgments; Divorce; Evidence, 1-2; Federal-State Re- 
lations; Forfeitures, 1-2; Habeas Corpus; Indigents, 1-3; 
Injunctions, 1-4; Jurisdiction, 1, 3-6, 8-9; Labor-Manage- 
ment Reporting and Disclosure Act, 1-2; Labor Unions; Na- 
tional Labor Relations Act; Public Schools; Punishment; 
Releases; Statute of Limitations; Stay; Water Rights, 1-2. 

1. Abstention—Equal protection claim—State constitutional is- 

sue.—District Court mistakenly relied on Monroe v. Pape, 365 U. S. 

167, and McNeese v. Board of Education, 373 U.S. 668, in refusing 

to abstain from deciding case on merits pending resolution by state 

courts of state constitutional claims that might obviate need for 
determining Fourteenth Amendment issue. Askew v. Hargrave, 

p. 476. 


2. Accrual of causes of action—Unfair labor practices—Remand.— 
Case remanded for further consideration, in light of Zenith Radio 
Corp. v. Hazeltine Research, ante, p. 321, of questions involving 
accrual of causes of action under § 303 of the Labor Management 
Relations Act and § 4 of the Clayton Act. Mine Workers v. Railing, 
p. 486. 

3. Changed circumstances—Summary eviction procedure—New 
legislation and removal from premises——Intervening legislation and 
removal of appellants from premises make it inappropriate to resolve 
challenge by indigent appellants to summary eviction procedure, 
since it cannot be determined to what extent adjudication of these 
issues would be material to any further litigation ensuing on remand. 
Sanks v. Georgia, p. 144. 


4. Constitutional challenge—Remand—Retrial—Since, notwith- 
standing petitioner’s constitutional challenge to legality of arrest and 
search incident thereto at each stage, respondent made no attempt 
to show that magistrate had more information than was presented 
in complaint, he may not attempt to do so now on remand; and writ 
must issue unless State appropriately arranges to retry petitioner. 
Whiteley v. Warden, p. 560. 

5. Death of petitioner—Direct review—Federal criminal convic- 
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tion.—Death pending direct review, whether by certiorari (as here) 
or appeal, of a federal criminal conviction, abates all previous pros- 
ecutive proceedings. Durham v. United States, p. 481. 


6. Declaratory judgments—Federal-state relations—State criminal 
prosecution—Same principles that govern propriety of federal in- 
junctions of state criminal proceedings govern issuance of federal 
declaratory judgments in connection with such proceedings, and 
appellants here should have been denied declaratory relief without 
consideration of the merits of their constitutional claims. Samuels 
v. Mackell, p. 66. 


7. Electronic eavesdropping—Informer—Admissibility of  evi- 
dence—Court of Appeals’ holding that evidence of incriminating 
statements of respondent that were overheard by warrantless elec- 
tronic eavesdropping by Government agents by means of transmitter 
which informer consented to wear during meetings with respondent 
was inadmissible under Fourth Amendment, is reversed. United 
States v. White, p. 745. 


8. Enjoining state criminal prosecution—Federal-state relations— 
Irreparable injury.—District Court made no finding that threat to 
appellees’ federally protected rights “[could] not be eliminated by 
[their] defense against a single criminal prosecution,” to meet the 
great and immediate irreparable injury requirement before a federal 
injunction of state criminal proceedings can properly issue. Judg- 
ment therefore vacated and case remanded. Byrne v. Karalexis, 
p. 216. 


9. Federal and state courts—Injunctions—Criminal prosecutions — 
Federal courts will not enjoin pending state criminal prosecutions 
except under extraordinary circumstances where danger of irrep- 
arable loss is both great and immediate in that there is a threat to 
plaintiff’s federally protected rights that cannot be eliminated by his 
defense against a single prosecution. Younger v. Harris, p. 37; 
Samuels v. Mackell, p. 66; Dyson v. Stein, p. 200. 


10. Federal-state relations—Injunctions—Declaratory judgments.— 
Since no appellee suffered, or was threatened with great and imme- 
diate irreparable injury and the future application of the statute 
was merely speculative, the District Court was not warranted in 
interfering with state law enforcement by issuance of an injunction 
or declaratory judgment. Boyle v. Landry, p. 77. 


11. Federal-state relations—State criminal prosecution—Suppres- 
sion order—Three-judge court erred in issuing suppression order 
and thereby stifling then-pending good-faith state criminal proceed- 
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ing during which the defense should first raise its constitutional 
claims. Perez v. Ledesma, p. 82. 

12. Limitations and release defenses—Waiver—Discretion oj 
judge——tTrial judge did not abuse his discretion here if his rejection 
of the limitations and release defenses was based on respondent’s 
waiver due to untimeliness of their presentation. Zenith Radio Corp. 
v. Hazeltine Research, p. 321. 

13. No Miranda warnings—Evidence—Impeachment —Statement 
inadmissible against defendant in prosecution’s case in chief because 
of lack of procedural safeguards required by Miranda v. Arizona, 
384 U. S. 436, may, if its trustworthiness satisfies legal standards, be 
used for impeachment purposes to attack credibility of defendant’s 
trial testimony. Harris v. New York, p. 222. 

14. Retroactivity—Search and seizure-—Chimel v. California, 395 
U. S. 752, is inapplicable to searches antedating that decision, regard- 
less of whether case is on direct or collateral review or involves 
state or federal prisoners. Hill v. California, p. 797. 

15. Retroactivity—Search and seizure—Incident to arrest —Court 
of Appeals’ holding that intervening decision in Chimel v. Califor- 
nia, 395 U. S. 752, narrowing scope of permissible searches incident 
to arrest, was not to be retroactively applied to searches antedating 
the date it was decided, is affirmed. Williams v. United States, 
p. 646. 

16. Retroactivity—Self-incrimination—Gambling tax.—Decisions in 
Marchetti v. United States, 390 U. S. 39, and Grosso v. United 
States, 390 U. S. 62, which held that gamblers had the Fifth 
Amendment right to remain silent despite the statutory requirement 
that they submit reports which could incriminate them, have retro- 
active effect in a forfeiture proceeding under 26 U. S. C. § 7302. 
United States v. U. S. Coin & Currency, p. 715. 

17. Retroactivity — Self-incrimination— Use of wagering taz 
forms—Court of Appeals’ holding that Marchetti v. United States, 
390 U. S. 39, and Grosso v. United States, 390 U. S. 62, would not 
be applied retroactively to overturn earlier income tax evasion con- 
viction based on then-constitutional principles permitting introduc- 
tion in evidence of wagering tax forms, is affirmed. Mackey v. 
United States, p. 667. 

18. Right to counsel—Indigents—Retroactivity—On this record 
petitioner proved he was without counsel due to indigency at time 
of his conviction, and accordingly he is entitled to relief as Gideon v. 
Wainwright, 372 U. S. 335, is fully retroactive. Kitchens v. Smith, 
p. 847. 

19. Summary judgment—Full hearing—Florida’s overall educa- 















INDEX 1243 


PROCEDURE—Continued. 

tional program——Since manner in which Florida’s overall educa- 
tional program operates may be critical in resolving the equal pro- 
tection claim, that claim should be decided not by summary judgment 
but after a full hearing. Askew v. Hargrave, p. 476. 

20. Supreme Court rules—Timeliness of petition—On facts here, 
where petitioner filed for certiorari within three weeks of notifica- 
tion of Court of Appeals’ denial of petition for rehearing several 
months before, waiver of Rule 22 (2)’s time requirement for filing 
petition for certiorari is proper. Durham v. United States, p. 481. 


PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE. See Attorneys, 1, 4. 


PROFESSORS. See Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 1; 
Jurisdiction, 3; Procedure, 9. 


PROGRESSIVE LABOR PARTY. See Federal-State Relations; 
Injunctions, 1; Jurisdiction, 3; Procedure, 9. 


PROMOTIONS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2. 


PROOF. See Antitrust Acts; Evidence, 2; Jurisdiction, 6; Labor 
Unions. 


PROPERTY TAXES. See Abstention; Procedure, 1, 19. 


PROSECUTIONS. See Declaratory Judgments; Federal-State Re- 
lations; Injunctions, 1-2, 4; Jurisdiction, 3; Procedure, 6, 
9-10. 


PROSPECTIVITY. See Constitutional Law, VII, 3-5; VIII, 1-2; 
Forfeitures, 1-2; Indigents, 3; Jurisdiction, 5; Procedure, 
14-18. 


PROTECTIVE WAGE CLAUSE. See Antitrust Acts; Evidence, 
2; Jurisdiction, 6; Labor Unions. 


PUBLIC LANDS. See Jurisdiction, 8-9; Water Rights, 1-2. 


PUBLIC OFFICIALS. See also Constitutional Law, VI, 1-3; 
Libel, 1-2. 

False newspaper story—Libel suit—Fitness for office—Charge of 
criminal conduct against public official or candidate for public office, 
no matter how remote in time or place, is always “relevant to his 
fitness for office” for purpose of applying rule of New York Times 
Co. v. Sullivan, 376 U. S. 254, of knowing falsehood or reckless dis- 
regard of truth. Ocala Star-Banner Co. v. Damron, p. 295. 


PUBLIC PARKS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-3. 


PUBLIC SAFETY. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; VIII, 3; Na- 
tional Firearms Act, 1-2. 
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PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


Rules and regulations—Length of schoolboys’ hair—Motion to 
vacate Court of Appeals’ stay of District Court’s order enjoining 
El Paso public school authorities from enforcing rules regarding 
length of hair is denied, as Justice Buack refuses to hold, or predict 
that this Court will hold, that federal courts have the constitutional 
power to interfere in this way with the public school system operated 
by the States. Karr v. Schmidt (Biacx, J., in chambers), p. 1201. 
PUNISHMENT. See also Constitutional Law, II, 2; Indigents, 2. 

Nonpayment of traffic fines—Imprisonment—It is a denial of 
equal protection to limit punishment to payment of a fine for those 
who are able to pay it but to convert the fine to imprisonment for 
those who are unable to pay it. Tate v. Short, p. 395. 


QUALIFICATIONS FOR EMPLOYMENT. See Civil Rights Act 
of 1964, 1-2. 


QUESTIONNAIRES. See Attorneys, 1-4; Constitutional Law, 
i, 2. 


RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2. 


RADIO BULLETINS. See Arrests; Constitutional Law, VII, 1; 
Procedure, 4. 


RADIO TRANSMITTERS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2; Pro- 
cedure, 7. 


RAILROAD TRAINMEN. See Constitutional Law, V. 
RAPE. See Courts-Martial; Jurisdiction, 2. 
REAL PROPERTY. See Procedure, 3. 


RECKLESS DISREGARD OF TRUTH. See Constitutional Law, 
VI, 1-3; Libel, 1-2; Public Officials. 


RECORD. See Damages; Procedure, 12; Releases; Statute of 
Limitations. 


REDUCTION OF DAMAGES. See Damages; Procedure, 12; Re- 
leases; Statute of Limitations. 


REFEREES IN BANKRUPTCY. Sce Bankruptcy Act. 


REFUSAL TO ANSWER QUESTIONS. See Attorneys, 1-4; 
Constitutional Law, III, 1. 


REFUSAL TO BARGAIN. See National Labor Relations Act. 
REGIONAL DIRECTORS. See National Labor Relations Act. 


REGISTRATION AS GAMBLER. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 
1-2; Forfeitures, 1-2; Procedure, 16-17. 
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REGISTRATION OF FIREARMS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; 
VIII, 3; National Firearms Act, 1-2. 


REGULATIONS. See Banks; Criminal Appeals Act, 1-2; Stand- 
ing to Sue. 


REGULATORY STATUTE. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; VIII, 
3; National Firearms Act, 1-2. 


REHEARINGS. See Procedure, 5, 20. 


RELEASES. See also Damages; Procedure, 12; Statute of Lim- 
itations. 

Coconspirators—Intention of parties—Effect of release upon co- 
conspirators is to be determined in accordance with intention of the 
parties, and here respondent, which was neither a party to the 
release nor a parent or subsidiary of a party, is not entitled to the 
benefit of the release, as the agreement to exchange releases provided 
that they were “to bind or benefit” the party and “the parent or 
subsidiaries of the party giving or receiving such release.” Zenith 
Radio Corp. v. Hazeltine Research, p. 321. 


RELEVANCY. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1-2; Libel, 1. 


RELIEF. See Declaratory Judgments; Federal-State Relations; 
Injunctions, 1-2, 4; Jurisdiction, 3; Procedure, 6, 9-10; Stay. 


RELIGIOUS BELIEFS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3; Se- 
lective Service Act. 


REMAND. See Arrests; Constitutional Law, VII, 1; Procedure, 
2, 4. 


RENT. See Procedure, 3. 


REOPENING OF RECORD. See Damages; Procedure, 12; Re- 
leases; Statute of Limitations. 


REPORT OF CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION. See Constitutional 
Law, VI, 3; Libel, 2. 


REPRESENTATION PROCEEDINGS. See National Labor Rela- 
tions Act. 


REQUIREMENTS FOR BAR ADMISSION. See Attorneys, 1-4; 
Constitutional Law, III, 1. 


RESERVED WATER RIGHTS. See Jurisdiction, 8-9; Water 
Rights, 1-2. 


RESIDENCE. See Citizenship; Constitutional Law, IV; Habeas 
Corpus; Jurisdiction, 4. 








1246 INDEX 


RETROACTIVITY. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, 3-5; VIII, 1-2; 
Courts-Martial; Forfeitures, 1-2; Indigents, 3; Jurisdiction, 
2, 5; Procedure, 14-18. 


REVIEW. See National Labor Relations Act; Procedure, 5. 


RIGHT TO COUNSEL. See Criminal Appeals Act, 1-2; Evidence, 
1; Indigents, 3; Procedure, 13, 18. 


RIGHT TO PRIVACY. See Attorneys, 1-4; Constitutional Law, 
III, 1. 


RIVER SYSTEMS. See Jurisdiction, 8-9; Water Rights, 1-2. 


ROBBERY. See Constitutional Law, VII, 4-5; Indigents, 3; 
Jurisdiction, 5; Procedure, 14, 18. 


RULES. * See Procedure, 20; Supreme Court. 

RULES AND REGULATIONS. See Public Schools. 

ST. BERNARD PARISH. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 11. 
SANCTIONS. See Stay. 

SCHOOL DISTRICTS. See Abstention; Procedure, 1, 19. 
SCHOOLS. See Public Schools. 

SCIENTER. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; VIII, 3; National Fire- 


arms Act, 1-2. 

SCOPE OF SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VII, 3; Pro- 
cedure, 15. 

SCREENING SYSTEM. See Attorneys, 1-4; Constitutional Law, 
| a & 


SEARCH AND SEIZURE. See Arrests; Constitutional Law, VII; 
Jurisdiction, 5; Procedure, 4, 7, 14-15. 


SEATTLE. See Stay. 


SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION. See Administrative Pro- 
cedure, 1-3. 


SECTARIAN AFFILIATIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3; 
Selective Service Act. 


SECURITIES. See Banks; Standing to Sue. 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION. See Banks; 
Standing to Sue. 


SECURITY. See Courts-Martial; Jurisdiction, 2. 


SELECTIVE CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS. Sce Constitu- 
tional Law, III, 2-3; Selective Service Act. 
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SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT. See also Constitutional Law, III, 
2-3; Criminal Appeals Act, 1-2. 


Conscientious objectors—Exemptions—Participation in war in any 
form—Exemption for those who oppose “participation in war in any 
form” applies to those who oppose participating in all war and not 
to those who object to participation in a particular war only, even 
if the latter objection is religious in character. Gillette v. United 
States, p. 437. 

SELECTIVE SERVICE REGULATIONS. See Criminal Appeals 
Act, 1-2. 

SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; VIII; 
Evidence, 1; Forfeitures, 1-2; National Firearms Act, 1-2; 
Procedure, 13, 16-17. 

SELLING SECURITIES. See Banks; Standing to Sue. 

SENATORIAL CANDIDATES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1- 
2; Libel, 1. 

SENTENCES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Indigents, 2; Pun- 
ishment. 

SERVICE CONNECTED. See Courts-Martial; Jurisdiction, 2. 

SERVICEMEN. See Courts-Martial; Habeas Corpus; Jurisdic- 
tion, 2, 4. 

SHERIFFS. See Arrests; Constitutional Law, VII, 1; Proce- 
dure, 4. 

SHERMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts; Damages; Evidence, 2; 
Jurisdiction, 6; Labor Unions; Procedure, 12; Releases; Stat- 
ute of Limitations. 

SOCIAL SECURITY TAXES. See Bankruptcy Act. 

SOLICITATION OF LEGAL BUSINESS. See Constitutional 
Law, V. 

SPECULATIVE DAMAGES. See Damages; Procedure, 12; Re- 
leases; Statute of Limitations. 

SPORTS. See Stay. 

STANDARD OF PROOF. See Antitrust Acts; Evidence, 2; Juris- 
diction, 6; Labor Unions. 

STANDARDS FOR JOBS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2. 

STANDARDS OF REVIEW. Sce Labor-Management Reporting 
and Disclosure Act, 1-2. 


STANDING. See Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 1: Juris- 
diction, 3; Procedure, 9. 
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STANDING TO SUE. See also Banks. 

Investment companies—National banks—Competition.—Associa- 
tion of open-end investment companies and several individual such 
companies do not lack standing to challenge whether national banks 
may legally enter a field in competition with them. Investment Co. 
Institute v. Camp, p. 617 


STATEMENTS. See Evidence, 1; Procedure, 13. 


STATE PRISONERS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 3; Proce- 
dure, 15. 


STATE PROSECUTIONS. See Declaratory Judgments; Federal- 
State Relations; Injunctions, 1-4; Jurisdiction, 3; Procedure, 
6, 8-10. 


STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS. See also Damages; Procedure, 12; 
Releases. 

Tolling—Government antitrust suit—Conspirators—Court of Ap- 
peals erroneously rejected petitioner’s claim that statute of limita- 
tions was tolled during pendency of Government’s antitrust suit 
against other participants in patent pool, since claim of tolling need 
not be set forth until limitations claim is raised, where, as here, 
petitioner has no reason to anticipate raising of limitations claim, and 
under 28 U. S. C. § 16 (b) the statute is tolled against all partici- 
pants in conspiracy that is the object of Government suit, whether 
or not they are named as defendants or conspirators therein. Zenith 
Radio Corp. v. Hazeltine Research, p. 321. 

STAY. See also Public Schools. 

Antitrust laws—Basketball player draft rules—Playoff games — 
Equities between parties favor reinstatement of District Court’s 
preliminary injunction, which will enable applicant basketball player 
to play and thus further Seattle’s efforts to qualify for the imminent 
playoffs, and should it be necessary that court can fashion appro- 
priate relief in light of outcome of litigation and athletic competi- 
tion. Haywood v. National Basketball Assn. (Dove.as, J., in cham- 
bers), p. 1204. 


STOCK FUNDS. See Banks; Standing to Sue. 


STOLEN PROPERTY. See Constitutional Law, VII, 4-5; Juris- 
diction, 5; Procedure, 14. 


STUDENTS. See Public Schools. 


SUBSTANTIAL-EVIDENCE TEST. See Administrative Proce- 
dure, 1-3. 


SUMMARY EVICTIONS. See Procedure, 3. 
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SUMMARY JUDGMENT. Sce Abstention; Procedure, 1, 19. 
SUPERVISORS. See National Labor Relations Act. 


SUPPLEMENTAL WATER ADJUDICATIONS. See Jurisdic- 
tion, 8-9; Water Rights, 1-2. 


SUPPORT AND MAINTENANCE. See Constitutional Law, II, 
1; Decedents’ Estates. 


SUPPRESSION ORDERS. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 11. 


SUPREME COURT. See Jurisdiction, 7; Procedure, 5, 20. 
1. Amendments to Rules of Civil Procedure, p. 1017. 
2. Amendments to Rules of Criminal Procedure, p. 1025. 
3. Amendments to Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure, p. 1029. 
4. Assignment of Mr. Justice Clark (retired) to the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit, p. 927. 
5. Assignment of Mr. Justice Clark (retired) to the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit, p. 927. 
SURETY BONDS. See Procedure, 3, 
SURVEILLANCE. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2; Procedure, 7. 


SYNDICATED COLUMNS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Li- 
bel, 1. 


TAX ASSESSORS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2; Libel, 1; 
Public Officials. 


TAXES. See Abstention; Bankruptcy Act; Constitutional Law, 
VIII, 1-2; Forfeitures, 1-2; Procedure, 1, 16-17, 19. 


TEACHERS. See Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 1; Juris- 
diction, 3; Procedure, 9. 


TEMPORARY DUTY ORDERS. See Habeas Corpus; Jurisdic- 
tion, 4. 


TENANTS. See Procedure, 3. 


TESTIMONY. See Constitutional Law. VII, 2; Evidence, 1; Pro- 
cedure, 7, 13. 


TESTS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2. 


TEXAS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Indigents, 2; Injunctions, 
1-2; Procedure, 9; Punishment. 


THREE-JUDGE COURTS. See Declaratory Judgments; Federal- 
State Relations; Injunctions, 1-4; Jurisdiction, 3; Procedure, 
6, 8-10. 


TIMELINESS. See Procedure, 20. 
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TIME MAGAZINE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3; Libel, 2. 

TOLLING OF STATUTE. See Damages; Procedure, 12; Releases; 
Statute of Limitations. 

TRAFFIC OFFENSES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Indigents, 
2; Punishment. 

TRANSFER OF FIREARMS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; VIII, 
3; National Firearms Act, 1-2. 

TRANSPORTATION UNION. See Constitutional Law, V. 

TRAVEL ACT. See also Gambling. 

Gambling operation—Out-of-state bettors —Conducting a gambling 
operation frequented by out-of-state bettors does not, without more, 
constitute a violation of 18 U. 8. C. § 1952, the Travel Act. Rewis 
v. United States, p. 808. 

TREBLE-DAMAGE CLAIMS. See Damages; Procedure, 12; Re- 
leases; Statute of Limitations. 

TRIALS. See Courts-Martial; Damages; Jurisdiction, 2; Proce- 
dure, 12; Releases; Statute of Limitations. 

TRUSTEES IN BANKRUPTCY. Sce Bankruptcy Act. 

TRUST FUNDS. See Bankruptcy Act. 

TRUSTWORTHINESS. See Evidence, 1; Procedure, 13. 

UNDERCOVER AGENTS. See Evidence, 1; Procedure, 13. 

UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICE. See National Labor Relations Act; 
Procedure, 2. 

UNIFORM CODE OF MILITARY JUSTICE. See Courts-Mar- 
tial; Jurisdiction, 2. 


UNIONS. See Antitrust Acts; Constitutional Law, V; Evidence, 
2; Jurisdiction, 6; Labor-Management Reporting and Dis- 
closure Act, 1-2; Labor Unions; National Labor Relations 
Act; Procedure, 2. 


UNION TRIBUNALS. See Labor-Management Reporting and 
Disclosure Act, 1-2. 


UNIT DETERMINATIONS. See National Labor Relations Act. 


UNITED STATES CITIZENSHIP. See Citizenship; Constitu- 
tional Law, IV. 


UNJUST WARS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3: Selective 
Service Act. 


UNREGISTERED FIREARMS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1: 
VIII, 3; National Firearms Act, 1-2. 
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UNREPORTED INCOME. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; Pro- 
cedure, 17. 


UNTIMELINESS. See Damages; Procedure, 12, 20; Releases; 
Statute of Limitations. 


VAGUENESS. See Attorneys, 1-4; Constitutional Law, III, 1; 
Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 1; Jurisdiction, 3; Pro- 
cedure, 9. 


VIETNAM. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3; Selective Service 
Act. 


WAGE AGREEMENTS. See Antitrust Acts; Evidence, 2; Juris- 
diction, 6; Labor Unions. 


WAGERING TAX FORMS. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; 
Procedure, 17. 


WAIVER. See Damages; Procedure, 12; Releases; Statute of 
Limitations. 


WAR. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3; Selective Service Act. 


WARRANTLESS ARRESTS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 4-5; 
Jurisdiction, 5; Procedure, 14. 


WARRANTLESS EAVESDROPPING. See Constitutional Law, 
VII, 2; Procedure, 7. 


WARRANTLESS SEARCHES. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, 3; 
Procedure, 15. 


WARRANTS. See Arrests; Constitutional Law, VII, 1; Proce- 
dure, 4. 


WATER POLLUTION. See Jurisdiction, 7. 
WATER REFEREES. See Jurisdiction, 8; Water Rights, 1. 
WATER RIGHTS. See also Jurisdiction, 8-9. 


1. Joinder of United States—Jurisdiction—Monthly adjudica- 
tions.—State statutory proceedings are within scope of 43 U. S. C. 
§ 666 and reach all claims in their totality, although the adjudication 
is made on a monthly basis. U.S. v. District Court for Water Div. 
No. 5, p. 527. 

2. Joinder of United States—Jurisdiction—Reserved rights —Sec- 
tion 666 (a) of Title 43 U.S. C. is an all-inclusive provision subject- 
ing to general adjudication in state proceedings all rights of the 
United States to water within a State’s jurisdiction regardless of how 
they were acquired. Any conflict between adjudicated rights and 
reserved rights of the United States, if preserved in the state pro- 
ceeding, can ultimately be reviewed in this Court. U.S. v. District 
Court for Eagle County, p. 520. 
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WITHDRAWALS FROM PUBLIC DOMAIN. See Jurisdiction, 
8-9; Water Rights, 1-2. 


WITHHELD TAXES. See Bankruptcy Act. 
WITNESSES. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2; Procedure, 7. 
WORDS. 


“Participation in war in any form.” §6(j) Military Selective 
Service Act of 1967, 50 U. S. C. §456(j) (1964 ed., Supp. V). 
Gillette v. United States, p. 437. 


WORKING OFF FINES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Indi- 
gents, 2; Punishment. 


WYOMING. See Arrests; Constitutional Law, VII, 1; Proce- 
dure, 4. 
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